Public Notice
of Evidentiary Hearing

NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 NPDES Permit No. AS0000027
Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. Samoa Packing Company

P.O. Box 368 Pago Pago, Tutuila

Pago Pago, Tutuila Ameican Samoa 96799

American Samoa 96799

Please Take Notice that on May 12, 1987, the Regional Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 9, granted a request for an evidentiary hearing on the issuance to Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. of National Poliutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit No. AS0000019 and the issuance to Samoa Packing Company of National Poliutant
Discharge Efimination Systemn Permit No. AS0000027.

Two requests for a hearing were filed, as follows:

(1) by Alfred E. Cropley, President and General Manager of Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., P.O. Box 368, Pago Pago,
Tutuila, American Samoa 96799, on behalf of Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., and '

(2) by Fred H. Avers, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of Samoa Packing Company, Checke{board Square,
St. Louis, Missouri 63164, an behaif of Samoa Packing Company, a wholly-owned subsidiary of Ralston Purina Company.

On February 3, 1987, EPA, Region 9 issued NPDES Permit No. AS0000027 to Samoa Packing Company for its
tuna cannery located in Pago Pago, American Samoa and NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 to Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., forits
tuna cannery, also located in Pago Pago, American Samoa (hereinafter sometimes referred to as “Petitioners™. Both
canneries dicharge production wastes into’ Pago Pago harbor. Both permits require Petitioners to meet certain interim
effluent limitations by March 7, 1988. These interim effluent limitations are based upon either the BCT fimits for tuna
processing, see 40 CD.F.R. S 408 Subpart N, if applicable, or the American Samoa water quali1¥ standards. Both permits
fequire compliance with effluent limitations necessary to achieve the American Samoa water quality standards by March 7,
1991. The permits also contain various monitoring requirements designed lo gather information about the water quality of
Pago Pago Harbor. Star-Kist, in addition, is required 10 monitor discharges from a storm water outfall running under its
property.

The Petitioners requested hearings to challenge, among other issues, the Agency's determinations that (i) six
months of barging high strength wastes to the ocean was a sufficient period of time to acquire meaningful data regarding
resultant changes in water quality and (i) EPA is not required 1o extend the schedule of compiiance set forth in the permit
merely because such less stringent permit conditions were contained in the American Samoa Government's centification of
the permits. An evidentiary hearing has been granted to consider only these issues. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. S 124.84, |
have consolidated Petitioners® hearing requests on the ground that a joint hearing will expedite and simplify consideration
of the issues without prejudicing any party.

Any person who would like to participate in the evidentiary hearing must submit a request to be admitted as a party
to the hearing within fifteen (15) days after the mailing or publication of this notice, whichever occurs last. The Presiding
Officer shall grant requests that meet the requirements of 40 C.F.R. $ 124.74 and S 124.76.

Any person who requests to be admitted as a party may propose material issues of fact and law not already raised
by the original requesters. However, except when good cause is shown, no such issue can be raised unless said issue
was made part of the administrative record in connection with the preparation of or comment on the draft permits.

The terms and conditions of the permits may be changed after the evidentiary hearing. Any person interested in
the terms and conditions of the permits must request to be a party in order to preserve any right to appeal or otherwise
contest the final administrative decision with respect to the the permits.

A request to become a party to this proceeding must meet the requirements of 40 C.F.R. S 124.74, which include
the following:

a) A statement of each legal or factual question alleged to be at issue, and its relevance to the permit decision,
together with a designation of the specific factual areas to be adjudicate and the hearing time estimated to be necessary
for that adjudication. information supporting the request or other written documents relied upon to support the request
shalt be submitted unless they are already part of the administrative record.

b) The name, maiiing address and telephone number of the person making the request.

) A clear and concise factual statement of the nature and scope of the interest of the requester.

d) The names and addresses of all persons whom the requester represents.

(continued next page)
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) A statement by the requester that, if ordered 10 do so by the Presldng Officer; the requester shall make
available to appear and testify, without cost or expense to any other party the following:

i) The requester;
ii) Al persons represented by the requester;

ili) All officers, directors, employees, consultants and agents of the requester and the persons
represented by the requester.

" 1) Specific references to the contested permit conditions, as well as suggested revised or alternative permit
conditions which, in the judgement of the requester, would be required to implement the purposes and policies of the
Clean Water Act.

g) In the case of challenges to the application of control or treatment technologies identified in the Fact Sheet,
identification of the basis for the objection, and the alternative technologies or combination of technologies which the
requester befieves are necessary to meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act.

h) By reference to the particular contested conditions warranting the stay, identification of permit obligations that
are contested or are inseverable from contested conditions and should be stayed if the request is granted.

Reference should be made to 40 C.F.R. Pant 124, Subparts A and E for the procedures applicable to the hearing.
A copy of the administrative record containing the documents relating to the permit are on file and may be inspected and
copied between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on business days in the Water Management Division, EPA, Region
9, 215 Fremont Street, Sth Floor, San Fancisco, California 94105.

The Agency trial staff for this preceeding is composed of the following:

Barbara Ettlinger - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Norman L. Lovelace - Office of Termitorial Programs, Region 9
Ann S. Nutt - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Sheila Wiegman - Office of Teritorial Programs, Region 9
Mary Ann Muirhead - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Susan Cox - Office of Territorial Programs, Region 9
Judith E. Ayres - Regional Administrator, Region 9 Michael Blum - Water Management Division, Region 8
Frank M. Covington - Deputy Regional Administrator, Region 5 Patrick Cotter - Water Management Division, Region 9
William H. Pierce - Water Management Division, Region 9 Philip Oshida - Water Management Division, Region 9
Kenneth D. Greenberg - Water Management Division, Region9  Donald Baumgartner - Environmental Research Lab/ORD,
Madonna M. Narvaez - Water Management Division, Region 9 Region 10
Roger Yates - Water Management Division, Region 9 Andrew Lincoff - Water Management Division, Region 9
Patricia Ekiund - Water Management Division, Region 9§ Danny Collier - Water Management Division, Region 9

The decisional body for this proceeding is composed of the following: The Regional Hearing Clerk is:

) PA . Lorraine Pearson
Lee M. Thomas, EPA Administrator Office of Regional Counsel

Honorable Gerald Harwood, Chief EPA Administrative Law Judge EPA, Region 9
Presiding Officer (to be designated) 215 F remont Streel
Judicial Officer (to be designated) San Francisco, CA 94105

The Regional Hearing Clerk will maintain the official file of the evidentiary hearing. Any data submitted by
Petitioners shall be available as part of the administrative record.

Public hqtice of each of the draft permits was published in the Samoa News on August 29, 1986. Because no one
requested a public hearing, no public hearing(s) on the permits were held. Written comments on the permits were solicited
and received by EPA

EPA’s contact persons for information about the evidentiary hearing process, the administrative record, the
applicable procedures or the Regional Administrator's decision granting the hearing are: ’

For technical questions: For legal questions:
Madonna Narvaez (W-5-1) Barbara Ettinger (RC)
Water Management Division Office of Regional Counsel
EPA, Region 9 . EPA, Region 9

215 Fremont Street 215 Fremont Street

San Fancisco, CA 94105 San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: (415) 974-7427d Phone: (415) 974-0712

The date, ime and place of the evidentiary hearing will be set by the Presiding Officer.
Please bring the foregoing notice to the attention of all persons who you know would be interested in this matter

Date: May 29, 19867.
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Public Notice
of Evidentiary Hearing

NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 NPDES Permit No. AS0000027
Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. Samoa Packing Company

P.O. Box 368 ‘ Pago Pago, Tutuila

Pago Pago, Tutuila Ameican Samoa 96799

American Samoa 96799

Please Take Notice that on May 12, 1987, the Regional Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 9, granted a request for an evidentiary hearing on the issuance to Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. of National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit No. AS0000019 and the issuance to Samoa Packing Company of National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit No. AS0000027.

Two requests for a hearing were filed, as follows:

(1) by Alfred E. Cropley, President and General Manager of Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., P.O. Box 368, Pago Pago,
Tutuila, American Samoa 96799, on behalf of Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., and

(2) by Fred H. Avers, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of Samoa Packing Company, Checkerboard Square,
St. Louis, Missouri 63164, on behalf of Samoa Packing Company, a wholly-owned subsidiary of Ralston Purina Company.

On February 3, 1987, EPA, Region 9 issued NPDES Permit No. AS0000027 to Samoa Packing Company for its
tuna cannery located in Pago Pago, American Samoa and NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 to Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., for its
tuna cannery, also located in Pago Pago, American Samoa (hereinafter sometimes referred to as “Petitioners”. Both
canneries dicharge production wastes into' Pago Pago harbor. Both permits require Petitioners to meet certain interim
effluent limitations by March 7, 1988. These interim effiuent limitations are based upon either the BCT limits for tuna
processing, see 40 CD.F.R. S 408 Subpart N, if applicable, or the American Samoa water quality standards. Both permits
require compliance with effluent fimitations necessary 1o achieve the American Samoa water quality standards by March 7,
1991. The permits also contain various monitoring requirements designed to gather information about the water quality of
Pago Pago Harbor. Star-Kist, in addition, is required to monitor discharges from a storm water outfall running under its
property.

The Petitioners requested hearings to challenge, among other issues, the Agency’s determinations that (i) six
months of barging high strength wastes to the ocean was a sufficient period of time to acquire meaningful data regarding
resultant changes in water quality and (i) EPA is not required to extend the schedule of compliance set forth in the permit
merely because such less stringent permit conditions were contained in the American Samoa Government’s certification of
the permits. An evidentiary hearing has been granted to consider only these issues. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. S 124,84, |
have consolidated Petitioners’ hearing requests on the ground that a joint hearing will expedite and simplify consideration
of the issues without prejudicing any party. '

Any person who would like to participate in the evidentiary hearing must submit a request to be admitted as a party
to the hearing within fifteen (15) days after the mailing or publication of this notice, whichever occurs last. The Presiding
Officer shall grant requests that meet the requirements of 40 C E R G 194 74 ard & 104 70
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e) A statement by the requester that, if ordered to do so by the Presiding Officer; the requester shall make
available to appear and testify, without cost or expense to any other party the following:

i} The requester;
ii) All persons represented by the requester;

iii) All officers, directors, employees, consultants and agents of the requester and the persons
represented by the requester.

N f) Specific references to the contested permit conditions, as well as suggested revised or alternative permit
conditions which, in the judgement of the requester, would be required to implement the purposes and policies of the
Clean Water Act.

g) In the case of challenges to the application of control or treatment technologies identified in the Fact Sheet,
identification of the basis for the objection, and the alternative technologies or combination of technologies which the
requester believes are necessary to meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act.

h) By reference to the particular contested conditions warranting the stay, identification of permit obligations that
are contested or are inseverable from contested conditions and should be stayed if the request is granted.

Reference should be made to 40 C.F.R. Part 124, Subparts A and E for the procedures applicable to the hearing.
A copy of the administrative record containing the documents relating to the permit are on file and may be inspected and
copied between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on business days in the Water Management Division, EPA, Region
9, 215 Fremont Street, 5th Floor, San Fancisco, California 94105.

The Agency trial staff for this preceeding is composed of the following: Y
Barbara Ettlinger - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Norman L. Lovelace - Office of Territorial Programs, Region 9
Ann S. Nutt - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Sheila Wiegman - Office of Territorial Programs, Region 9
Mary Ann Muirhead - Office of Regional Counsel, Region 9 Susan Cox - Office of Territorial Programs, Region 9
Judith E. Ayres - Regional Administrator, Region 9 Michae! Blum - Water Management Division, Region 9
Frank M. Covington - Deputy Regional Administrator, Region 5 Patrick Cotter - Water Management Division, Region 9
William H. Pierce - Water Management Division, Region 9 Philip Oshida - Water Management Division, Region 9
Kenneth D. Greenberg - Water Management Division, Region 9  Donald Baumgartner - Environmental Research Lab/ORD,
Madonna M. Narvaez - Water Management Division, Region 9 Region 10
Roger Yates - Water Management Division, Region 9 , Andrew Lincoff - Water Management Division, Region 9
Patricia Eklund - Water Management Division, Region 9 Danny Collier - Water Management Division, Region 9

The decisional body for this proceeding is composed of the following: The Regional Hearing Clerk is:

' Lorraine Pearson

Lee M. Thomas, EPA Administrator Office of Regional Counsel

Honorable Gerald Harwood, Chief EPA Administrative Law Judge EPA, Region 9

Presiding Officer (to be designated) 215 Fremont Street

Judicial Officer (to be designated) San Francisco, CA 94105

The Reaional Hearing Clerk will maintain the official file of the evidentiarv hearing. Any data submitted by



RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS

Tuna Cannery Wastewater NPDES Permit No. AS0000019
Star-Kist Samoa

Public notice of EPA's tentative decision to issue this
permit was provided in the Samoa News on August 29, 1986. One
letter commenting on the proposed permit was received by EPA
during the public comment period which closed on October 10,
1986. The comments in this letter were reviewed by EPA and
considered in the formulation of the final determination
regarding the proposed permit. Our response to the comments
which were received is as follows:

Comment : The discharger requested that the authorized
discharge at Outfall 002 include the following non-
process streams: retort, scrubber, vapor recovery,
condenser coolng, and any other non-contact cooling
waters. The discharger cited a study which indicated
that excess clean water volume impairs the efficiency
of the wastewater treatment system.

Response: EPA agrees with the discharger that treatment
efficiency may be impaired by the significant volumes
of non-process streams. These streams, though,
would violate American Samoa water quality standards
for temperature. The discharger must first apply
for and receive a zone of mixing for discharge of
other than stormwater at Outfall 002. Part III.C.Db.
of the permit includes a reopener clause allowing
the permit to be modified should the Government of
American Samoa (ASG) grant the request for a zone of
mixing. If possible, the permittee may wish to
segregate the non-process streams from the process
streams, by-passing the treatment plant, but still
discharging through Outfall 001.

Comment: The discharger requested that stormwater not be
included in Outfall 002, since it is believed that
most of the runoff is from the Samoa Packing Company
and other sources over which the discharger has
little control.

Response: Pursuant to 40 CFR 122,26(a), discharges to the

waters of the United States, including stormwater
discharges, are required to have a National Pollutant

0024



Comment:

Response:

Comment:

Response:

—-2-

Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. In
general, parking lots are not considered plant-associ-
ated areas, and thus are exempt from having to have a
NPDES permit. The possibility exists, however, that
because of the physical layout of the plant, there is an
opportunity for process water to commingle with the
stormwater. The permit now requires that the discharger
ensure that only stormwater is discharged through Out-
fall 002. Stormwater runoff from the permittee's facil-
ity shall not be contaminated by fish wastes activities,
such as plant and dock washdown. This requirement has
been established pursuant to 40 CFR 122.44(k)(3), best
management practices. In addition, the permit has been
revised to require only monitoring and to delete limits
at Outfall 002.

The discharger requested that the requirement to monitor
twice yearly for cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, and
zinc be on the "net limitation" basis, since these
metals, with the exception of zinc, are not used in the
plant.

Even though no limits have been developed for these
metals, monitoring is required to determine if limits
should be developed. EPA agrees that the discharger
should not be responsible for amounts of these metals
not contributed by the cannery. Pursuant to 40 CFR
122.45(g) (3), the permit has been changed to require
testing of the intake water at a point not influenced
by the effluent, as well as testing of the effluent.
This additional monitoring is required to determine
the discharger's eligibility for credits.

The discharger requested that the compliance schedule
be adjusted to allow for more receiving water
monitoring after the segregation and barging of the
high strength wastes.

Compliance schedules are granted when necessary to
allow compliance as soon as possible with requirements,
such as water quality standards, which are issued or
revised after recommencement of the discharge. The
ASG adopted water quality standards in 1977 which

were reviewed and approved in 1981 and in 1984, while
the permit became effective in 1978. EPA recognizes
that the discharger may need additional time with
which to come into compliance with water quality
standards. EPA believes, though, that four years is

0025
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sufficient time to achieve compliance with water
quality standards. Accordingly, the permit has been
changed to require compliance with water quality
standards in four, instead of three, years.

In addition, six months after completion of segregation
and barging of the high strength wastes, the discharger
is required to submit a report which evaluates the
alternatives for achieving compliance with water
quality standards. Upon submission of the report

and schedule, EPA will reopen and modify the permit

as necessary.

Comment: The ASG requested that the canneries be required
to conduct a current monitoring program as part of
the alternative selection process required by Part I.B.
of the permit.

Response: Pursuant to 40 CFR 124.53 and 40 CFR 124.54, the ASG,
in its certification of this permit, included the above
condition necessary to certify that the terms and
conditions of this permit will assure compliance with
American Samoa water quality standards. In addition to
the steps outlined in Part I.B. of the permit, a current
monitoring program is necessary to evaluate alternate
discharge locations. The ASG needs this information
before it can approve any alternate discharge location.
Accordingly, the permit has been changed to add this
monitoring requirement.

0026



,“/A -

i ifty

RESPONAR TN PURLIC COMMDNTS

Tuna Cannerv Tastewater NPDRIS Dermit Mo. ASNONG01Q
Star-Fist Samoa

yhlic notice of ¥PA's tentative decision to issue this
nermit wase nrovided in the Samna NMews on August 29, 1296, One
letter commenting on the nronosed nermit was received bv LPA
Aurinag the nuhlic commant nariod which closed on October 10,
1996, The commaents in thie letter were reviewed hy EPA and
considered in the formulation of the final determination
recardinn the nronosed nermit. Our responss to the comments
which were received is as followus:

>

Commont s The discharasr recuaestaed that the authorized
discharte at Nutfall 002 include the following non-
nrocess streams:  retort, scrubber, vanor recovery,
condanaer coolnag, and any other non-contact coolina
wvatera, The discharaer cited a study which indicated
that excess clean water volume imnairs the efficiency
nf the wastawater treatment systen,

Poanonse:  FPA aavees with the discharaer that treatment
efficiency may he imnmaired hyv the sionificant volumes
of non-nrocess stresms, These streams, thourh,
would violate Amevrican Samoa water cuality standards
for toamnperatura. The discharaer must first anpnly
for and roceive a zone of mixing for discharage of
oather than gstormwater at Outfall D02, Part TII.C.0.
~f the nermit includes a reonenayr clause allowino
the nepnit to ba modified should the Covernment of
American Sanmoa (ASG) arant the request for a zone of
mixinn., Tf nnagihle, the nermittee may wish to
saegregate the non-nrocess streans from the process
streans, hv-nassing the treatment nlant, but still
diecharaing throuch Outfall 001,

)

Comment s The discharager reguested that stormwater not he
included in Outfall 002, since it is believed that
most nf the runoff is from the Samoa Packing Company
and other sources over which the discharaer has
tittle control,

Peasnonses  Parsuant to 40 CFP 122,26(a), discharges to the
waters of the Inited States, including stormwater
Aiecharnes, are reaquired to have a Yational Pollutant



Comment s
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Discharge Zliwminastion Systoan {(NPRES) nermit. In
genaral, parking lote are not considerad plant-associ-
ated areas, and thus are axemnt from having to have a

S perrit. The poseivility existe, however, that
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~ oonysiecal layvont of the plant, there is an
onportunity for nrooesss water Lo compinale with the
stormwater. The nermit now roquires th .at the disc charqger
ensurse that only stormwatoer is ﬂischar aged through Out-
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a1l 0072, &stoarpwatar vunofyY Ttrom tho nermittee’'s facil-
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haen ”ﬂt%“l?ﬁhﬁﬁ pursiant to A0 CFR 122.44(k)(3), best
vra"t7rhc. In a23ition, the vermit hasg heen
v monitoring and to delets limits

The diszcharger reguested that the recuirenent to moniter
twice vearly for cadmium, ﬂhvom*uw, lead, mercury, and
zing bo on the "not liritation” basie, since these
metals, with the sxception of zine, are net used in the

wlant.

fven though no limits have beon developed
metales, ponitoring is required to determine
should he dowveloned.  IPA agrecs that the
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Comment e

Nosnonses

P
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sufficient time to achieve compliance with water
cuality standards. Acceordinnglvy, the rermit has been
chanaad to reoguire comnliance with water qgualitv
atandards in four, ingtead of three, vears.

In addition, =@ix months after completion of segregation
and harainag of the hich strenath wastes, the discharqer
iz recuired to submit a renort which evaluates the
alternatives for achieving comnliance with water
miality standards. ipon submission of the report

and gchedule, 222 will roopenr and modify the nermit

A8 NOCOSSAYV.

The 287 reauested that the canneries be required

to conduct a current nonitering program as nart of

the alternative selection nprocess required by Part 1.1,
of the rermit,

Pursuant to 40 OPR 124,53 and 40 CFPR 124,54, the ASG,
in its certification of this permit, included the above
condition necessary to certify that the terms and
conditions of this nermit will assure comnliance with
Anerican Samoa wvater aquality standards. In addition to
the stoans oubtlined in Part T.%. of the nermit, a current
monitoring nroaram is necessary to evaluate alternate
discharage locations, The ARG needsa this information
hafore it can apnprove anv alterrate dischavne locaticn.
Accardinaly, the nermit has been changed to add this
monitorina ranquirement,



-7

the requester coculd not have reasonaknly anticipated the ralevance
or materiality of the issue during the comment period. Any
request for an evidentiary hearing must be submitted within 33
days from the permit's signature dats to Sheile Wicgman (W-1-1)
at the ahove address.

The TPA will issue a decision to grant or deny an
evidontiary hearing within 63 days of the permit's signature
date. Also, the FPA will routinely deny anv evidentiary
hearing request which ralises only legal issuce. 2Any denial of
a request for an evidentiary hearing may be appealed to the
Administrator within 30 days of the date of notics of the
Aanial,

If you have any questions regarding the procedures
outlined above, please contact Sheila Wieaman of my staff at
(415) 974-2270,

Sincerely,

Norman L. Lovelace, Chief
Cffice of Territorial Programs
Water rManagenent Division

"'nclosures

ce: Pati Faial, nvironmental Quality Commisszion
Jeffrey Haumann, Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
U.8. Army Corps of Engineers, 11
7.8, Dept. of Interior, HI
J.3. Fish and Wildalife Service, HI
J.8. Mational Marine Fisheries Sorvice, HI

. 0028



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
- REGION iX

215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105

%VAGENG"

In Reply
Refer to: Sheila Wiegman (W-1-1)
0 4 FEB 1987

Albert E. Cropley

President and General Manager
Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

P.0O. Box 368

Pago Pago, Tutuila

American Samoa 96799

Dear Mr. Cropley:

A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit has been issued to the following discharger:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.
NPDES Permit No. AS000001°

The staff at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
reviewed the NPDES permit application for this facility and has
prepared a draft permit, in accordance with the Clean Water Act,
as amended. The EPA has also published a public notice of its
intent to issue a permit to the above discharger. After consider-
ing the expressed views of all interested persons and agencies,
pertinent Federal statutes and regulations, the EPA, pursuant
to 40 CFR 124, has prepared a final permit which does not differ
significantly from the draft permit. Changes to the permit
are discussed in the enclosed "Response to Comments."

The NPDES permit is hereby issued upon the date of signature
and shall become effective 33 days from the date of mailing, un-
less there is a written request for an evidentiary hearing.
Pursuant to 40 CFR 124.76, requests for an evidentiary hearing
must state each of the legal or factual questions alleged to be
at issue and must demonstrate one of the following for each
issue being raised in the hearing request: that the issue was
raised during the public comment period; that the issue was not
reasonably ascertainable during the public comment period; or

2BA
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the requester could not have reasonably anticipated the relevance
or materiality of the issue during the comment period. Any
request for an evidentiary hearing must be submitted within 33
days from the permit's signature date to Sheila Wiegman (W-1-1)
at the above address.

The EPA will issue a decision to grant or deny an
evidentiary hearing within 63 days of the permit’'s signature
date. Also, the EPA will routinely deny any evidentiary
hearing request which raises only legal issues. Any denial of
a request for an evidentiary hearing may be appealed to the
Administrator within 30 days of the date of notice of the
denial.

If you have any questions regarding the procedures
outlined above, please contact Sheila Wiegman of my staff at
(415) 974-8270.

¥ncerely,

L 4

Norman L. Lovelace, Chief
Office of Territorial Programs
Water Management Division

Enclosures

cc: Pati Faiai, Environmental Quality Commission
Jeffrey Naumann, Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, HI
U.S. Dept. of Interior, HI
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, HI
U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, HI
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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE | || " l 1

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
SENDER INSTRUCTIONS um

Print your name, address, and ZIP Code in the SRS ®
space below.
o Complete items 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the reverse.
e Attach to front of article if space permits, PENALTY FOR PRIVATE

otherwise affix to back of article. USE, $300
o Endorse article “Return Receipt Requested” .

adjacent to number. 170 7zl % A/ ME‘W L ﬁ&?‘%ﬂ 7 Aje;’a ﬁ

A~ C7IVIA

o Mt : PATRICE CHAN (W01 )

{Name of Sender)

2/5 FHREMONT ST

(No. and Street, Apt., Suite, P.O. Box or R.D. No.)

SAN FRANCGC O, €4 YD

(City, State] and ZIP Code)



@ SENDER: Complete items 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Put your address in the "RETURN TO" space on the
raverse side. Failure to do this will prevent this card from
being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide
you the name of the person delivered to and the date of
delivery. For additional fees the following services are
available. Consult postmaster for fees and check box(es)
for service(s) requested.

1. KShow to whom, date and address of delivery.

2. [0 Restricted Delivery.

Sv8-Lvy €861 AINF ‘LLBE unog S

> Amgeg?f?mésedct& opley, Gen. Mavnager
<STAR- KIST Samoa Inc.
0. B{;x 36‘5 o ‘
7Y 0 WMAIAICRN SEMo]
L S¢297

4. Type of Service: Article Number

O Registered [ Insured

Efgertified O cop POO 6F78S89¢
Express Mail

NMESM:}‘

Always obtain signature of addressee or agent and
DATE DELIVERED.

5. Signature — Addressee

#f2ogooo/9

1413034 NHNL13IY O1LSIN0a

i’i”’?" e O

7. Dateof Delnverv

8. Addressee’s Address (ONLY if requested and fee paid)




UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE | " || | 1

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
SENDER INSTRUCTIONS um

Print your name, address, and ZIP Code in the S
space below.
o Complete items 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the reverse.
o Attach to front of article if space permits, PENALTY FOR “RIVATE

otherwise affix to back of article. USE, $300
o Endorse article “Return Receipt Requested”

adjacent to number. , - n E' '!“"()A/MEA)TA'L /%O#CﬁdﬂAje”Cg

o oty DuTRIC ke C Al (-1

(Name of Sender)

gEive: _ Q15 FREMONT ST.

i

{No. and Street, Apt., Suite, P.O. Box or R.D. No.)
Y i
5111987

AN ZPANCISCo, CA 74/05

1
{

{ 'T“

(City, State, and ZIP Code)
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. SENDER: Complets items 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Put yaur address in the **“RETURN TO' space on the
revarse side. Failure to do this will prevent this card from
being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide

ou the name of the person delivered t® and the date of
delivery. For additional fees tise following services are
available. Consuit postmaster for fees and check box{es)
for service(s) raquestad.

1.X Show to whom, dat

2. 0 Restricted Delivery.

Y.

3. Article Addressed to:

TC-F{‘RCY NAUMann , Ma.v\a.sek

STAR- kst Foods, Inc.
18025’251' Ocean Blvd.

NPDES /9 e M:/L SY8-Lby £861 AINP‘L18S Wiog Sy

Long Beach CA F0%202. |

4. Type of Service: Article Number
k]

] Regi 01 insured
Hiames. O cos| PO0OSTR ST

Express Mail

Always obtain signature of addressee or agent and
DATE DELIVERED.

5. Signature — Addressee

X
6. Signa — Agent

7. Date of Delivery ~

RPNE NN

1413034 NHN13Y J11S3IN0Ca

8. Addressee’s Address (ONLY if requested and fee paid)
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p Oon 57e 598
, <
RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

Sent fo 'je-F-_erg Naumannt

Street and No

Nno nJt
P.O., Stat d ZIP Code *
r\gmeeemj
Pos 3
SHwe-ksts Tr’oeadsJ_%
Certifieg Ee:
f &0 Tast Odean B
Special Delivery Fee 2 ? N
Restricted Delivg; Fee

N80 |

» U.S.G.P.O. 1984-446-014

3

Return Receipt Showing
to whom and Date Delivered

Return receipt showing to whom,
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and Fees $

Postmark or Date

Form 3800, Feb. 1982
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Tf vou have any guestionsg reoardinag the administrative
procedures of the nermit issuance process, nlease call Danny
Colliey at (415) Q74-7430,

Sincerely,

Trank M. Covinagton
Nirvector, Watsr Management Nivision

Daviad RBallands, Star-Kist Poods,

Pati Failal, Fpvironmental Ouality Commission
.8, Arpy Corps of Enagineers, 07

.5, Pept. of Interior, HIT

n,8, Pish and ¥ildlife Service, ¥T

O
e}

1.8, Hational Marine Fisheries Service, HT
.8, Navy, HI
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%’M N UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

%L mo«é‘? REGION IX

215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105
In Reply
2 3 SEP 1986 Refer to: W-5-1

Dear Interested Party:

The public notice comment period for our proposed action
on the applications for National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits for the following dischargers

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

P.O. Box 368

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
NPDES Permit No. AS0000019

and
Samoa Packing Company, Inc.
P.O. Box 957
Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
NPDES Permit No. AS0000027

has been extended. The public notice comment period will now
be open from August 29, 1986 to October 10, 1986. Comments

on the proposed actions, or a request for a public hearing
pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12, must be submitted to this office no
later than October 10, 1986. Comments or requests for public
hearings should be sent to the above address, attention:
Patrick Chan, Permits Record Controller (W-5-1).

If the Regional Administrator finds a significant degree
of public interest exists with respect to the proposed permits,
a public hearing shall be held. If no hearing is held, we
expect to forward the permit containing the final determination
of the Regional Administrator shortly after the close of the
comment period.

If you have any questions regarding the technical nature
of the draft permit, please call Madonna Narvaez at (415) 974-
7427,

- 0029
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If you have any questions regarding the administrative
procedures of the permit issuance process, please call Danny
Collier at (415) 974-7432.

Sincerely,

(ol DG Gl \4>/~

Frank M. Covington
Director, Water Manage nt Division

- 0030



UNITED ST, S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AG. Y

Return Receipt Requested
Certified Mail: 0416104

2 1 AUG 1950

Jeffrey R. Naumann

Manager Environmental Engineering
Star-Kist Foods, Inc.

180 East Ocean Blvd.

Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Mr. Naumann:

Enclosed is a copy of the draft permit, public notice and
statement of basis of our proposed action on your application
for a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit for:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

P.0O. Box 368

Pago Pago, American Samoa 90802
NPDES Permit No. AS0000019

The public notice comment period will be from August 28,
1986 to September 29, 1986. Comments on the proposed action,
or a request for a public hearing pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12,
may be submitted to this office within 30 days following the
date of this public notice. Comments or requests for public
hearings should be sent to the above address, attention:
Patrick Chan, Permits Record Controller (W-5-1).

If the Regional Administrator finds a significant degree
of public interest exists with respect to the proposed permit,
a public hearing shall be held. 1If no hearing is held, we
expect to forward the permit containing the final determinations
of the Regional Administrator shortly after the close of the
30-day comment period.

If you have any questions regarding the technical nature of
the draft permit, please call Madonna Narvaez at (415) 974-7427.

. 0031

CONCURRENCES B
symMsoL 00'5"1 o .
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EPA Porm 132041 (12.70)

OFFICIAL FILE COPY



I1f you have anv questions regarding the administrative
procedures of the permit issuance process, pleage call Danny
Collier at (4185) 974-7432.

Sincerely,

Norman L. Lovelace, Chief
Office of Territorial Programs
Water Management Division

Fnclosures

cc: David Rallands, Star-Kist Foods,
Pati Faiai, Fnvironmental Quality Commission
U.8. Army Corp of Engineers, BT
7.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, HI
U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, HI
1.8, Dent. of Interior, HI
1.85. Navy, HI

- 0032



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Lpao“'-é& REGION IX

215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105

Return Receipt Requested
Certified Mail: 0416104

2 1 AUG 1355

Jeffrey R. Naumann

Manager Environmental Engineering
Star-Kist Foods, Inc.

180 East Ocean Blvd.

Long Beach, CA 90802

Dear Mr. Naumann:

Enclosed is a copy of the draft permit, public notice and
statement of basis of our proposed action on your application
for a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit for:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

P.0O. Box 368

Pago Pago, American Samoa 90802
NPDES Permit No. AS0000019

The public notice comment period will be from August 28,
1986 to September 29, 1986. Comments on the proposed action,
or a request for a public hearing pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12,
may be submitted to this office within 30 days following the
date of this public notice. Comments or requests for public
hearings should be sent to the abhove address, attention:
Patrick Chan, Permits Record Controller (W-5-1).

If the Regional Administrator finds a significant degree
of public interest exists with respect to the proposed permit,
a public hearing shall be held. 1If no hearing is held, we
expect to forward the permit containing the final determinations
of the Regional Administrator shortly after the close of the
30-day comment period.

If you have any questions regarding the technical nature of
the draft permit, please call Madonna Narvaez at (415) 974-7427,.

3AA
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If you have any questions regarding the administrative
procedures of the permit issuance process, please call Danny
Collier at (415) 974-7432.

Sincerely,

v

orman L. Lovelace, Chief
Office of Territorial Programs
Water Management Division

Enclosures

cc: David Ballands, Star-Kist Foods,
Pati Faiai, Environmental Quality Commission
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, HI
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, HI
U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service, HI
U.S. Dept. of Interior, HI
U.S. Navy, HI
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PS Form 3800, Feb. 1982
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

Sent to A.(bm-!— F_

R.O., State and ?,JGOG%O )(‘

Crople

Street and Ng E I ; j

%4
A

Postage :Daca ?a 50

Certitied Fee)

Special Delivery Fee

%6297

Restricted Delivery Fee

Return Receipt Showing
to whom and Date Delivered

Return receipt showing to whom,
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and Fees

Postmark or Date
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED—
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)
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PS Form 3800, Apr. 1976

No. ~~
RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED—
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)
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Tpo.s EAND 2P GQOE " 7‘ E
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TOTAL POSTAGE AND FEES $
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. SENDER:-Gomplete items 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Put your address in the “RETURN TO” $pace on the
reverse side. Failure to do this will prevent this card from
being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide
you the name of the person delivered to and the date of
delivery. For additional fees the following services are
available. Consult postmaster for fees and check box{es)
for service(s) requasted.

1. XShow to whom, date and address of delivery.

2. [J Restricted Delivery.

Sbg-Lvt €861 AINP’LLISE Wiod Sd

“Sefhecy B umann, Honager e
g,,?neezm
s—? R- /m;ﬁooalsa I";C y
DE £, CA 90808

D,

4. Type ofService: Article Number

SHees’ DCo8| 0416 (04

0 Express Mail

1413234 NHN13Y J11S3INOa

Always obtain signature of addressee or agent and
DATE DELIVERED.

5. Signature — Addressee

7. Date of Delivery

UG 6

8. Addressee’s Address (ONLY if requested and fee paid)




UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE l ” ” l
OFFICIAL BUSINESS

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
Print your name, address, and ZIP Code in the

space below.

® Complete items 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the reverse. o

® Attach to front of article if space permits, PENALTY FOR PRIVATE
otherwise affix to back of article. USE, $300

® Bl icle Retumn R’“'Z} Rg”g"mg‘f ea" WAEAITAL fRoTEC 778N ,43 eucy
RETURN 3
T0 Atn: PATRICK CHAN (W-5-1)

{(Name of Sender)

/5 FREMONT ST

(No. and Street, Apt., Suite, P.O. Box or R.D. No.)

SAN FRANCISCO, CA F4/05

(City, State, and ZIP Code)




Sv8-Lyy £861 AINf “L1L8E Wiod Sd

1413034 NHNL3Y J11S3W0a

‘ SENDER: Complete items 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Put your address in the “RETURN TO’ space on the
reverse side. Failure to do this will prevent this card from
being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide

you the name of the person delivered to and the date of
delivery. For additional fees the following services are
available. Consult postmaster for fees and check box{es)
for service(s) requested.

1. )Z(Show to whom, date and address of delivery.

2. [1 Restricted Delivery.

3. Article Addressed to:

DAVID BAUADS, Gen. ManageR

STHR- KIS Fodds  Inc.
/ %geas deean /E/nvd.

4. Type of Service: Article Number

sgdastered Loswred| 0 14 A8 &
/7 B

{0 Express Mail

Always obtain signature of addressee or agent and
DATE DELIVERED. =

5. Signature — Addressee ///
X Py

6. Sﬁr:—. en/
X ”

7. Date of Delivery/ =7 T

SNERG

8. Addressee’s Address (ONLY if requested and fee paid)




UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE /-
OFFICIAL BUSINESS \ 0 i

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
Print your name, address, and ZIP Code in the
space below.
® Complete items 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the reverse.
® Attach to front of article if space permits, PENALTY FOR PRIVATE
otherwise affix to back of article. USE, $300
© Endorse article “Return Receipt Requested”

adjacent to number. D s g S ,{
RET:;RNtt ® M‘S‘WVV,II\ A/NFNML }Mf(cﬁad Aj‘”i?

10 Attn: PTrict CHAN { - £-1)

(Name of Sender)

/S FREMONT ST.

(No. and Street, Apt., Suite, P.O. Box or R.D. No.)

S ZRANCISCo, A G405

(City, State, and ZIP Code)
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P 017 bL38.37°

RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL

NO INSURANCE COVERAGE PROVIDED
NOT FOR INTERNATIONAL MAIL

(See Reverse)

Sent to d fﬂ

Street and No.

]

p.0., State and ZIP Code

]

Postage $

& U.S.G.P.O. 1984-448-014

Certified Fee

Special Delivery Fee

' ﬁRestricted Delivery Fee
]

Return Receipt Showing
to whom and Date Delivered

& ——
Return receipt showing to whom,
Date, and Address of Delivery

TOTAL Postage and Fees $

Postmark or Date

o 1 MG 1386

' PS Form 3800, Feb. 1982




e

. SENDER: Complete items 1, 2, 3 and 4.

Put your address in the “RETURN TO" space on the
reverse side. Failure to do this will prevent this card from
being returned to you. The return receipt fee will provide
you the name of the person delivered to and the date of
delivery. For additional fees the following services are
available. Consult postmaster for fees and check box({es)
for service(s) requested.

1. X Show to whom, date and address of delivery.

2. [0 Restricted D*very.

3. Article Addressed to:

i o g
S F1S i lalife Seryice
3401 douna Blicly Bom € 36

SY8-Lby €861 AINf“L18€ W04 Sd

LBox S©/€
lonalulee ,I-II7 74880
4. Type of Service: Article Number

0 Registered 0 1nsured
s D655 POIT 638 373

Always obtain signature of addressee or ‘agent and
DATE DELIVERED.

6. Signature — Agent

X

7. D é/ j /
T

8. Addressee’s Address (ONLY if requested and fee poid)

m—

1413234 NHN13Y J11S3W0a @da “j"\ s‘
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UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE | “ I I l

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
————
U.S.MAIL
T

SENDER INSTRUCTIONS
Print your name, address, and ZIP Code in the

space
[ Comploto ftoms 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the reverse.
® Attach to front of article if space permits,

back of article.

) Endors"ot :l:l'g: %:rtum Receipt Roqumod
2djacent to num MENTA L ARoTec7ien A geney

- /‘)-H'n. PaTrick Cran (- r—/l

10 {Name of Scnder‘
oZ/5 FREMONT ST
{No. and Street, Apt., Suite, P.O. Box or R.D.SNO.)
(%

LY 1SCO
(City, State, and ZIP Code)

PENALTY FOR PRIVATE
USE, $300
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5 1 AUG 1985

Mr, William ¥ramer

Gection 7 Coordinator

.8, Figh and Wildlife Service
300 Ala Moana Rlvd,, Rm. 307
P,0. Rox 50167

HBonnlulu, Hawaii 96858

Near Mr. Krameyx:

As required by Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended, we are raquestina a list of any
endangered or threatened species or critical habitats that may
he present in the areas affected by our proposal to reissue
NPDES nermits for the followina tuna canneries in American
famoa:

Star~-Kist Samoa Inc,
Samoa Packing Comnany

Pnclosed is a descrintion of the discharges to he permitted,
the receiving water conditions, and a draft permit and fact
sheet for each facilitv. The information contained in these
documents should halp vou to assess potential impacts te anvy
endangered or threatened species.

Please notifv us of your findings. Should your staff need
further informatior, nlease have them contact Madonna ¥arvaez
of the Permits and Pretreatment Section at (FT8) 454-7427,

Sincerelvy,
Original Signed by:
Frank M. Covington

Frank M, Covintgon
Director, Water Management Division

Fnclosures
- 0033
cc: Norm Lovelace, OTP
Pati rFaiai, A8 EQC
Frank Hackmann, Ralstcon Purina Co.
Jeffrey Nauman, Star-¥ist

CONCURRENCES

T [ T P DN 1 A A A

e W flawnng |Gtk B 1% ip | Glliy peloocstrCr | L
oxre N 8Ns/vp | B4 f é??wfﬁa ALY W

EPA Form 1320-1 (12-70) OFFICIAL FILE COPY

#j.S. GPO : 1985-467-853



My, Tugenes Mitta

Protected Species Proaram Ooordinator
Wegtern Pacific Progranm

National Marine Pisheries Tervice
B,.0, RPox 3830

tonaluly, Hawaii ©AHR12

Near Mr, Mitta:r

As reauired by Section 7(a)(2) of the Pndangered Speclies
act of 1971, as amended, we are reauesting a list of anv
andanagerad or threatened species or critical habitats that may
he precent in the areas affected bv our nropogal to reissue
MPDTE paymita for the followina tunaz canneries in American
Samaa:r

Star-Rist Samoa Inc,
Samna Packinag Company

onclosed is a descrintion of the discharges to bhe permitted,
the recsiving water ronditions, and a draft permit and fact
sheet for each facility. The information contained in these
Apcurmentas should heln vou to assess potential impacts to any
endangered or threatened snecies,

Pleas= notifv ng of your findings, Ehould your staff need
further information, nlease have them contact Madonna MNMarvaez
of the Permite an?® Pratreatment Section at (PT8) 454-7427,

Sincerely,

rrank M, Covintgon
Nirector, Weter Managemnant NDivision

fnelogures
ce:r Nore Lovelace, OTP
rati Paial, RS FOC

Trank Hackmann, Ralston Parina o,
Jeffrav ¥auman, Star-Fist

- 0034



UNITED S 'ES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AC  CY

In Reply Please Refer
to Mail Code: (W-1-1)

2 1 AUG 198b

Pati Faiai

Executive Secretary
Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoa Government

Pago Page, American Samoa 96799

Dear Mr. Fajai:

We propose to issue a National Pollutant Discharge
Flimination System (NPDES) permit to the following discharger
whose application we have determined to be complete:

Star-Kist Samoa Inc.

P.O. Box 368

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
NPDEE Permit No. AS0000019

Please review the enclosed draft permit and provide us
with yvour certification, or denial of certification, in accordance
with 40 CFR 124.53. Your certification should indicate whether
the terms and conditions of the proposed permit will result in
compliance with the applicable provisions of Sections 208(e),
301, 302, 303, 306 and 307 of the Clean Water Act of 1977 and
with appropriate requirements of Territory law. You should also
spe01fy any permit conditions which must be made more stringent
in order to meet the requirements of the Clean Water Act or
Territory law, and any permit conditions which may be made less
stringent without violating the requirements of Territory law,
including water quality standards. Failure to provide such
certification within 60 dayvs from the date the draft permit is
mailed shall be deemed a waiver of the right to certify any term
or condition which may be established during the FEPA permit
issuance process.

Comments from interested persons and agencies will be
received for a period of thirty (30) days following the public
notice. If the response to the public notice indicates a
significant degree of public interest in a public hearing, the
Regional Administrator shall hold a public hearing in accordance
with 40 CFR 124.12. We shall forward to you copies of any comments
received by our office which concern certification, and we Loqueqt
that vou send to us copies of anv comments that vou may receive
regarding the proposed ac 1EONCURRENCES

SYMBOL -Co O‘ﬂ w-(~
B ..G”Mﬁrl

- }m 8/18/%6 SO R T L ] B

EPA Form 1320.1 {12-70) ' OFFICIAL FILE COPY

*U.S. GPO : 1984-436-836



#UNITED S7

E§ENVRQNMENTAL&ROTEC“O&J&. =Y

If your staff has any questions regarding the draft permit,
they should contact Danny Collier at (415) 974-7432,

Fnclosure

Sincerely,

Norman L.
Office of Territorial Programs
Water Management Division

L.ovelace,

0038

Chief

CONCURRENCES

SYMBOL

SURNAME

DATE

EPA Form 1320-1 (12-70)

OFFICIAL FILE COPY

ol © G .
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180 EAST OCEAN BOULEVARD
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90802-4797
{213) 590-7900

October 8, 1986

Mr. Norman Lovelace, Chief

Office of Territorial Programs

U. S. Envirommental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC.; NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL
Dear Mr. Lovelace:

Star-Kist Samoa has reviewed the draft permit and is submitting
written comments from the plant under the plant General Manager's
signature. In order to insure that Star-Rist's comments reach the EPA
by the deadline, however, I am hereby transmitting them by facsimile,
Please call me at (213) 590-3873 if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,

ef R. Nauma
an Environmental Engineering

JRN/le
cct Madonna Narvaez ~ EPA IX

Pati Falal - ASG EQC
A, Cropley

« 0037
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180 EAST OCEAN BOULEVA

RD

LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90802-4797

October 8, 1986

Mr. Norman Lovelace, Chief

Office of Territorial Programs

U, s, Environmenta) Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Premont Street

San Francisco, Ca 94105

Subject: STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC.; NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL NO. AS0000019,
COMMENTS TO DRAFT PERMIT

Dear Mr, Lovelace:

Star-Rist Samoa, Inc, ("Star-Kist") has reviewed the Draft Permit, and
bas met with the American Samoa Government ang Samoa Packing Co,
(SAMPAC) regarding the Sampa Cannery Waste Water Study and draft per~
wits, and would offer the following comments relative to that Draft
Permit after reflecting upon the agreement which was reached amongst the
principals of the waste water study,

at EDP plus twelve monthg apd continuing throughoyt the life of the
permit., The canners in conjunction with the ASG would agree to

Currents would pe monitored continuougly for ga two year period in
order to better establish whether that location might be acceptable
for an outfal] should high strength waste barging net produce water
quality in the harbor that 1g acceptable,

. 0038
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Page 2 of 5

3. At EDP Plus three years 4 81x month period would be allowed for tha
principals (the canners and the ASG) to examine the monitoring datas
-and determine the future coursge to be followed to achieve compli-
ance with Water Quality Standards: this might pe an alternative
means of wagte disposal. ho additionsal action, minor changes in the

4. After three years and giy months after EDP, 1f {t wag decided that
additional heasures must pe undertaken to improve watar quality, g
compliance Program tp he agreed,

action that the Principals to the study have agreed upon, ye believe
that the determination of wonitoring data for enforcement Purposes, the
granting of nixing zonee and the poesibility of Section 303 should be
deferred unt{l the post high 8trength waste ocean dumping monitering
data 41g reviewad. The consultant's study indicates that the high
Btrength waste Temoval will resyle in substantial improvements ip Harbor
Water Quality, Keeping the above agresment in mind, ye would request
that the following detailed changes be implemented {n the Draft Permit
80 that the fipgl permit will match the intended Purposes of the Ameri-
can Samoa Governmepg following reviey of the joint 8tudy. JIndividyal
comments will be made in the order in vhich they 8Ppear in the Drgft
Permie:

Page 1

Discharge 002 should include the following Non-process streamg: retort,
scrubber, vapor recovery, condenger cooling and any other non-contact
cooling watersg, Star-Kigt understands that they wil1 apply for a mixing

ties, with rhe éxception of Samoa, The additiongl significant clean
water volume fmpajyg treatment efficiency, as wag shown 1in 5 study made
by Star-Kist ap its Puerto Rico cannery, go that overall pollutants

LE3-NLSNP
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Page 3, Part I (A)2

Star-Kist requests that the time period for these limitations be changed
from "twelve months to three years after EDP" to "twelve months lasting
through five years," in order to match the agreement obtained with ASG,
The study consultant has recommended that at least a two-year period be
given to allow the harbor waters to reach equilibrium after barging of
high strength wastes is implemented. In addition, the proposed average
and maximum limite for total nitrogen and total phosphorus appear to be
reversed for each parameter,

Page 4, Part I (4)(3)

Star-Kist requests that these limits be deleted in that the previous
limits conteined inm I (A)(2) would be continued through EDP plus five
years, if the course agreed by the study principals is followed, includ~
ing the necessary compliance period.

Page 6, Part I (A)(4)

Star-Kist requests that Outfall 002 include only scrubber, retort, vapor
Tecovery, condenser cooling and any other non-contact cooling water. In
addition, since much of the storm water that is contributory to the
storm drain aystem does not come from Star-Kist facilitiee, Star-Kist
requests that storm water be excluded from this permit in that Star-Kist
has no control over its flow or pollutant concentrations. Further, as
Star-Kist will be unable to meet the temperature requirement of B85°F,
and possibly the turbidity standard, we would request that a Schedule of
Compliance be granted in order to allow the ASC to grant a mixing zome
for those parameters,

Page 7, Part I (A)(6)(b) - Toxic Substance Monitoring

Star-Kist requests that monitoring twice yearly for cadmium, chromium,
lead, mercury and zinc be on the "net limitation™ basis, in that with
the exception of zinc, which is present in galvanized equipment used in
the canmery, these materials are not used in the facility. Star-Kist
would expect that any measureable levels of these heavy metals are
likely to be from the intake fresh and sea waters, so that Star~Kist
ghould not be responsible for the amounts of these metals not added by
the cannery.

Page 8, Part 1 (A)(6)(c) - Sediment Monitoring

As mentioned at a recent meeting with EPA in San Francisco, Star-Kist
believes that monitoring of harbor bottom sediments near the cannery
outfalls and at a reference location in the harbor are meaningless due
to the past history of the harbor. Specifically, the canneries are

LE3-NLSNP . 0040
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located adjacent to the Marine Reilway, which hgg 52nd blggreq vesgel
bottoms containing antifouling Paintg for wany yearg, The p, s. Navy
Operated 4 Submarine bage during World war IT at tpe location of the
Cannerjeg, The Cannery areas are used foy mooring ¢ Tany vesselg
throughoys the year, Therefore, any contaminat o, °f botton Sedinentg

Sources Tather than the vagte water outfalisg, Star-xist believes that
8ediment monitoring 1s Tlate, ang would Tequegt thae 4, be

not approp

deleted from the Permig,

Page 9, Part 1 (B)(1) - Schedyla of Compliance

Star-Rig¢ requegeg that tphe Tequiremeny o4 Submit 4 Teport ¢, EPA ang

the 4Asg 81X monthg after ppp be deleteg 8ince the reviged Bchedyle
t r

Page 9, Pare 1 (B) (3)

Star-gige Tequegty that thyg Paragraph pe altered ¢, Tequire 4 Schedyle
of Compliance that would allow fop Attainmene of any additiongg action
Tequired beyond barging of high 8trength wastes ¢ be decideq at

Plug three years gpgd 8ix Monthg, after Teviewing monitoring data obtain-

4. Achieve Compliance with the effluens limieg g establigh-
ed ip Pareg I.A.I, I.A.4, and I.A.S, Upon the effective

b, Achieye Compliance With the effluene linfeg establigheq
in Par; I.A.Z......(by EDP + 15 Monthg),

- 0041
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stations and equipment in the outer harbor that would be
potentially acceptable for an outer harbor outfall
location ghould barging of high strength wastes with an
loner harbor discharge prove to be unacceptable
by.....(by EDP + 12 months),

Commence review of monitoring data obtained in the harhor
during the period ig which high gtrength waste is ocean
dumped,...(by EDP + 3 years),

Complete review of monitoring data obtained during the
first three years of the permit,....(by EDP + 3 years and
6 monthsg). '

Determine together with SAMPAC and the ASG which further
course of action will be necessary to attain water
quality in compliance with Water Quality Standards,
Develop a Schedule of Compliance that would be approved
by both the EPA and ASG to implement the agreed course of
action. Upon such approval and notice apd opportunity
for public comment the permit shall pe reopened and
modified to include the compliance schedule and the dates
Decessary to attain acceptable water quality within the
scheduled compliance period..,,.(by FEDP + 3 years and 6
months),

Achieve compliance with water quality standards within
the compliance schedule....(by EDP + 5 years).

Star-Kist Samoa, Ine. appreciates this opportunity to respond to the
Dratt NPDES Permit which 1&g of the uUtmost importance to {its future
operations. If there are any questions regarding our comments please

Sincerely,

Albert E. Cropley
President and General Manager
Star-Kist Samoa, Ine,

¢c: Madonna Narvaez - EPA 1IX

Pati Fatai - ASC EQC
N Lyle Richmond - AS( EQC
D. Ballandg
R. Hetzler
K. Hauge
Frank Hackman - Ralgen . 0042
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P.O. Box 368 - PagoPago . TUTUILAISLAND + AMERICANS AMOA

September 4, 1986

Mr. Lyle L. Richmond, Chairman
Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoa Government

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799

Subject: STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC.; REQUEST FOR MIXING ZONE
NON-PROCESS OUTFALL 002, NPDES PERMIT AS0000019

Dear Mr. Richmond:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. applied for renewal of its NPDES permit,
which included a request for a new outfall to allow for direct
discharge of relatively clean water flows presently being sent
to the dissolved air flotation (DAF) treatment plant, and which
are significantly impairing treatment efficiency due to the
volume. Direct discharge of these clean flows will result in
an overall decrease in effluent pollutants.

bt is our understanding that the EQC is in agreement with al-
lowing this separate non-process discharge providing Star-Kist

applies for a mixing zone. Therefore, we would by this letter
apply for a zone of mixing for the new discharge. Attached is
a completed copy of Form 1 for Outfall 002, as we previously
completed for Outfall 001. If any further information is re-

quired to complete the mixing zone application please do not
hesitate to let us know, or call Jeff Naumann at (213) 590-3873.

Sincerely,

STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC

A e

ALBERT E. CROPLEY
GENERAL MANAGER

AEC:ptl
atta.

Naumann
Ballands
.W. Hetzler

Hauge

cc: J
D
R
K
#orm Lovelace/Danny Collier-EPA IX
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T . — iy e



FORM 1
INFORMATION NEEDED TO DETERMINE
INITIAL DILUTION FOR SUBMERGED DISCHARGE

The following information is needed to determine the initial dilution
which 1is defined in the 1981 Water Quality Standards as that process
which results in the rapid and irresversible trubulent mixing of waste
water with ocean water around the point of discharge,

I. Discharger

a. Name Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

b. Address P. O, Box 368, Pago Pago

d. Contact Person & Jeffrey R, Naumann
telephone nuwber (213) 590-3873

I1. Discharge Facilities

a. Submerged outfall (EPA plume model)

1.  Average rate of flow 820 gallons/minute
2. Average port depth at mean Surface

tide, feet
3. Port diameter, feet 1.2

4, Port angle from horizomtal,
degrees (horizontal = 0,
verticle = 90° 0

5. Number of ports 1

6. Port spacing, feet
(1f distance between ports
veries,-describe fully) N/A

7. Length of diffuser 0

b. Angle of flow to shoreline,
degrees (parallel = 0,

perpendicular = 9Q° 90

II1. Effluent Characteristics

a, Temperature, degrees, Fahrenheit B0 - 120°F, variable

b. Salinity, mg/l1 TDS 200 to 33,000, variable

(100% seawater to 100%
fresh water, but normally

a mixture of approximately
50/50%)

JRN-LR
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R B In Reply
11DFD 19s0 Refer to: W-5-~1

Dave Ballands, General Manager
Engineering Can Making Services
Star-Kist Foods, Inc.

130 East Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, California 90802-4792

Dear Mr. Ballands:

As we discussed in our telephone conversation on December 9,
1986, enclosed is a copy of the American Samoa Government certi-
fication for the proposed National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit No. AS0000019.

Should you have any further questions, please contact me at
(415) 974-8110,

Sincerely,

firictoant 7

Willio

William H. Pierce, Chief
Permits and Compliance Rranch

Enclosure

< 0045
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o REGION IX
215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 24105
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Jeffrey R. Naumann

Manager, Environmental Engineering
Star-Kist Foods, Incorporated

180 East Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, California 90802

SUBJECT: DRAFT NPDES PERMIT NO. AS0000019

Dear Mr. Naumann:

Enclosed for your review are copies of portions of the
draft National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit as well as the fact sheet for this permit. Only Parts
I.A., I.B., and Part III of the permit are included with this
package. The other parts of the permit have not changed
since our meeting on June 12, 1986.

We have reserved 10:00 a.m., Monday, August 11, 1986 for
a meeting to discuss the permit should you have any further
questions or comments after reviewing the package. Represen-
tatives from EPA's Permits and Compliance Branch and Office
of Territorial Programs as well as Mr. Pati Faiai of the
American Samoa Environmental OQuality Council will be avail-
able for the meeting.

If you wish to cancel this meeting, or need further
information, please contact Madonna Narvaez of the Permits
and Pretreatment Section at (415) 974-7427,.

Sincerely,

William H. Pierce
Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch

Enclosures
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Jeffrey R. Naumann

Manager, Environmental Engineering
Star-Kist Foods, Incorporatad

180 EBast Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, Calitornia 90802

SUBJECT: DRAFT NPDES PEBMIT RO, AS2000D0192
PDear Mr. Naumann:

Enclosed for your review are copies of portions of the
dratt National Pcllutant Discharge Flimination System (NPDES)
pernit as well as the fact sheet tor this permit, Only Parts
I.A., I.B., and Part TII of the permit are included with this
rackage. The other parts of the permit have not c¢hanged
since our meeting on June 12, 198¢,

We have reserved 10:00 a.m., Mondav, August 11, 19286 for
a meeting to discuss the permit should you have any further
questions or comments after reviewing the package. Represen-
tatives from FEPA's Permits and Compliance Branch and Office
of Territorial Programs as well as Mr. Pati Faiai of the
Mmerican Samoa Environmental Quality Council will be avail-
able for the meeting.

If you wish to cancel this wmeeting, <© neerl  turther
information, please contact Madonna HNarvasz of the Permits
and Pretraatment Section at (415) 974~7427.

Sincerely,

William K. Pierce
Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch

Enclosures
bc: Morm Lovelace, O1TP

DHL Air Bill No. 35534085
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Star-Kist Foods, /ic.

NOTE NEW ADDRESS - 180 EAST OCEAN BLVD - LONG BEACH CA 90802

582 TUNA STREET
16’5 MINAL ISLAND, CALIFORNIA 90731

June 11, (213) 548-4411

Madonna Narvaez, Water Management Division
Permits & Pretreatment Section

EPA Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: COMMENTS TO PROPOSED DRAFT NPDES PERMIT
Dear Ms. Narvaez:

As the EPA is aware the ASG and the canners are engaged in a joint study
with CH,M Hill of the alternatives for reducing nutrient inputs into
Pago Pago Harbor. The final Draft Report has been issued and is due for
joint review at a meeting of the Principles in the near future. It is
our understanding that ASG has kept EPA aware of the content and de~-
velopment of this study. We therefore believe that the outcome of the
study should be reflected in the Permit Requirements and specifically we
feel we must object to the inclusion of Permit Parameters and Conditions
which this 18 month study has shown to be unobtainable on a practical
basis. Therefore our comments in this letter reflect the findings of
the CH2M Hill study.

We have reviewed the Preliminary Draft Fact Sheet and Preliminary Draft
NPDES Permit. Following are our comments relative to those documents,

FACT SHEET

Description of Discharge

At the time the application was made for renewal, Star-Kist produc-
tion averaged about 300 tons of fish per day resulting in a total
discharge of 1,44 mgd average. Since that time production has
increased to an average of 360 tons per day commonly approaching
400 to 410 toms per day, and is planned to increase to 500 tons
within the next year. Consequently waste water flow has also
increased so that production day flow is typically 1.8 to 1.9 mgd,
and flows in excess of 2.0 mgd are not uncommon. We would request
that the Fact Sheet be modified to reflect the increased flow.

Effluent Limitations

1. The proposed interim limits to be met within six months can
not realistically be met in that we expect that design and
approval for the project to segregate and store high strength
waste materials for ocean dumping will take at least three
months, We further expect a period of twelve months to be
required for ordering of materials, shipment, construction,

JRN-SCPD - 0047
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and placing the equipment into service. We do not believe
this can procede until the canners, the ASG, the EPA and our
consultant agree that ocean dumping of high strength wastes is
a reasonable alternative towards attainment of the water
quality standards in Pago Harbor. We would request that the
time allowed to attain any interim limits be extended to 15
months, assuming that agreement on the study can be reached in
the next three months.

Calculation of Effluent Limits

1.

JRN-SCPD

Star-Kist Samoa applied for net value credits for some parame-
ters in the application in that we feel they are significant,
particularly for direct discharge of non-process wastes, such
as scrubber water, retort water, refrigeration cooling water,
and other clean streams that have little or no contaminatioms,
typically a net of less than 20 mg/l1 TSS, BOD, etc. Star-Kist
and other canners have been granted permits to allow separate
discharge of non-process streams at all our other locations.
It is well known that treatment efficiency decreases as the
hydraulic loading to a treatment plant increases. Star-Kist
has completed a detailed study (attached) of this situation at
our Puerto Rico cannery which demonstrates that net discharge
of pollutants, such as suspended solids and oil and grease,
decreases when low strength wastes are diverted to a separate
outfall than if they were sent to the treatment facility,
since the additional hydraulic load results in a lower removal
rate. Analyses of the non-process flows show that they are
very dilute and we feel that the amounts of nitrogen and
phosphorus in these streams are not "significant", nor would
they contribute to an aggravated violation of water quality
standards for those parameters if discharged without treat-
ment. On the contrary, we would argue that separate discharge
of the dilute flows would lead to lower overall mass emissions
of nitrogen and phosphorus to the harbor than combined treat-
ment of these streams. There would also be a reduction in
odors and corrosive effects in the process waste system due to
reduced temperature with diversion of the non-process streams
to outfall 002. We would therefore request that EPA allow
non-process wastes to be diverted to an outfall 002. Since we
can not control much of the storm flow contributed to the
storm drain we would request that storm water not be monitored
by Star-Kist, nor included in this permit.

The elevated temperature of some of the non-process streams
would not meet water quality standards and would require a
temperature mixing zone under present water quality standards.
We do not feel that their inclusion in the treatment stream is
of any benefit in attainment of water quality standards since
the proximity of the two outfalls would have the same effect
on ambient water temperature as one combined discharge. We
should add that the use of sea water, which is typically 83°F,
to 85°F., makes attainment of the proposed 85°F, limitation
for process discharge impossible. We would, therefore,

. 0048
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request that the 90°F limit be retained. Even potable water
used in the process is relatively warm in American Samoa
compared to water temperatures commonly found in the United
States.

The maximum and monthly average flows listed in the Fact Sheet
taken from the Application used data from 1983 through 1984.
Current average production day flows are typically 1.8 to 1.9
approaching 2.0 mgd due to the increased production. We would
request that the flow figures be updated in the Fact Sheet and
draft permit to 1.18 average and 2.0 maximum for process waste
after diversion of non-process to outfall 002.

Final Limits Based on Water Quality Standards

1.

JRN-SCPD

The CH M-Hill study has established that the canners will not
be ablé to meet the harbor water quality standards for nitro-
gen and phosphorus of 0.2 and 0.03 mg/l, respectively, at the
end of the pipe no matter what form of treatment or removal of
the wastes is exercised short of total removal of all wastes
from Pago Pago Harbor. However, as we mentioned at the May 30
meeting, the water quality standards for oceanic waters are
more stringent than those in Pago Harbor, and were not in
compliance on the basis of data available, making any waste
discharge no more in compliance with the standards than Pago
Harbor. The 1979 M & E Pacific survey that was used to
develop the water quality standards found that the median of
surface samples taken in oceanic waters were not in compliance
with the present oceanic water standard for phosphorus and for
chlorophyll, and the "not to exceed 10% and 2% standards" were
out of compliance for total phosphorus, total nitrogen, and
chlorophyll. These samples were taken before ocean dumping of
sludge commenced.

Star-Kist will not be able to meet the temperature limits of
85°F. maximum, as discussed earlier, and would ask that the
90°F. limit be retained, The pH range of 6.5 to 8.6 is
unattainable without addition of caustic chemicals to the
effluent to raise the pH from its normal range of 6.0 to 6.5.
We therefore ask that reconsideration be given to provide more
reasonable temperature and pH limits in the permit and to
include the 1% deviation clause.

The Fact Sheet states that the permit may be re-opened and
modified to include new limits if a zone of mixing is approved
by the ASG. However, attainment of a mixing zone in any body
of water in American Samoa is exceedingly difficult since any
relavent water body does not now meet the standards and could
not be.used for dilution. So that the water quality standards
would need changing in order to obtain any zone of mixing for
almost any discharge.

- 0049
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Interim Limits

1. As outlined above, we would therefore ask that the schedule of
compliance be expanded to allow fifteen months to meet the
interim limits.

Calculation of Interim Limits

1. We would question the applicably of including BOD as a limit
in the renewed permit in that the original EPA guidelines
included BOD as a parameter but found that after several years
of DAF treatment that the technology could not reliably meet
the guidelines; and in the late 1970's BOD was dropped as an
EPA parameter.

2. The data used in calculating the interim limits for BOD, TN
and TP were taken from the permit application, which was
written during a time when the cannery was processing an
average of 300 tons per day. Presently Star-Kist Samoa is
packing up to 400 plus tons per day and plans to be above 450
tons per day, up to 500 tons, within the next year. We would
therefore request that the interim 1limits be upgraded to
reflect the increased production at 500 tons rather than the
300 ton level by multiplying the proposed limit by a 500/300
factor, as shown on the attached Appendix B.

Schedule of Compliance

As mentioned above, the CH,M-Hill study has established that a
mixing zone after high strength wastes barging is not attainable,
in that the water quality standard formula for determining mixing
is too restrictive.

P

We would request that EPA reconsider its decision to not allow the
1% pH deviation in the permit as mentioned above.

Storm Water Limits

We would request that the limits for storm water be deleted in that
a substantial portion of the storm water comes from outside of the
plant boundaries, including the public roadway adjacent to the
plant and property to the east of Star-Kist since we have little
control over the quality of water from those sources.

DRAFT PERMIT

Page 2.

Star-Kist Samoa has operated under a pH limitation of 6.0 to 9.0
since treatment was instituted many years, and has complied more

JRN-SCPD - ()()Ei{)
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than 99% of the time. The waste typically has a pH from 6.0 to
7.0. The proposed standards for pH of 6.5 to 8.6 can not be met
without chemical addition. In retaining the present BPCT (now
equal to BCT) limits for the tuna industry the EPA determined that
further pH adjustment was not warranted, and have specified the
range of 6.0 to 9.0, which Star-Kist can normally adhere to. We do
not feel that addition of caustic chemicals is desirable or neces-
sary to slightly change the pH of the waste water in order to
conform the water quality standard. Further, not allowing the 1%
deviation from pH to be granted to Star-Kist is not reasonable in
that it guarantees that a significant number of violations will
occur since no chemical control system is 100%Z reliable, particu-
larly in an environment such as American Samoa. We would request
that we be given a pH range of 6.0 to 9.0, Further, we would ask
that the 1% deviation rule be included in any pH limitationmn.

3.

DAF treatment reliably removes TSS and oil and grease but can do
nothing to remove soluble BOD, which is a large proportion of the
BOD in tuna cannery waste water. We feel that adding BOD limita-
tions to the permit creates an unnecessary burden that we cannot
comply with. You will recall that the original EPA guidelines
included BOD as a parameter but found that after several years of
DAF treatment that the technology could not reliably meet the
guidelines; and in the late 1970's BOD was dropped as an EPA
parameter. The other limitation of suspended solids, o1l and
grease, and possibly total nitrogen and total phosphorus, adequate-
ly require Star-Kist to perform treatment as desired by the ASG and
EPA. We would therefore ask that BOD be removed as a parameter in
this permit. In addition, the proposed limits for nitrogen and
phosphorus were based upon the application data in which the plant
was processing an average of 300 tons of fish per day. Since that
time production has increased to nearly 400 tons and is planned to
go to more than 450 tons within the next year. We would therefore,
ask that any limitations not based directly on tonnage be increased
to reflect 500 tons per day, as shown in Appendix B. As discussed
earlier we would request that these limits commence 15 months after
the effective date of the permit.

4.

The CH,M-Hill study has demonstrated that there is a high probabil-
ity that water quality standards can be met by the removal of high
strength wastes and that a mixing zone cannot be achieved for
cannery discharges. It proposes a two year monitoring period to
establish compliance or otherwise following high strength waste
removal. During this time the need for further action by the
canners or changes to the water quality standards (as described in
Section VI(H) of the Samoa Water Quality Standards) would be eval-

uated. We therefore believe that specification of further permit
limitations is not appropriate at present and therefore request
deletion of Page 4. The proposed limits to meet water quality

JRN-SCPD b 0 O 5 1
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standards can not be met and will require a mixing zone. These
parameters are temperature, total nitrogen, and total phosphorus
and pH. The ASG has told us that they will not require a mixing
zone if the whole harbor water quality standards are met, which we
hope will result from ocean dumping of high strength wastes. Any

-further requirements for loading reductions beyond the interim

limits should be changed to reflect the fact that it will take at
least 15 months to begin ocean dumping once agreement is reached
between the ASG, EPA and canners. A period of at least two years
would then be required to determine whether the interim measures
lead to attainment of the water quality standards. Therefore, we
would request that the permit limits for nitrogen and phosphorus
equal to water quality standards be deleted.

5.

As mentioned for the Fact Sheet the net discharge for pollutants
into the harbor will decrease overall with direct discharge of the
non-process flows in that the additional hydraulic flow to the DAF
due to low strength wastes decreases treatment efficiency which
results in a net increase in wastes compared with direct discharge.
We have been allowed to direct discharge non-process flows at all
other cannery locations and would request that this be allowed in
Samoa. We would, therefore, request that the permit limits for
outfall 002 be written to include non~process flows reflect net
values, and include limitations only for temperature, pH, oil and
grease, and turbidity.

6, Paragraph 5(e) (i).

We would request for the reasons given previously that storm water
be deleted and the samples of non-process effluent be taken during
periods of no rainfall. Star-Kist is a food plant and we would not
expect there to be any significant concentrations of heavy metals
from its waste water. We would therefore request that requirement
to monitor for these materials be deleted.

6, Paragraph 5(e) (ii).

The proposed requirement to monitor bottom sediment near the
cannery outfall and at a controlled location for heavy metals seems
inappropriate in that we do not expect there to be any heavy metals
discharged from the outfalls. As there is a large amount of boat
traffic in the harbor, particularly near the dock and marine
railway, we would expect to find some heavy metals in that area due
to cleaning of the vessel bottoms at the marine railway. We
therefore ask that this monitoring requirement be deleted in the
permit.

7

Because of the time required to achieve ocean dumping of high
strength wastes the schedule of compliance should be changed to
reflect the following:

JRN-SCPD ‘. 0 052



Paragraph B(l)(a) - Some time would be required inorder to

achieve the pH and temperature limits beyond the effective
date of the permit if they can not be altered to make them
attainable.

Paragraph B(1)(b) - Ocean dumping of high strength waste will
take fifteen months beyond the effective date of the permit.

Paragraph B(l)(c) - This date would move up to fifteen months
plus fifteen days.

Paragraph B(1)(d) - As mentioned above we would request that
the limits in I(A)(3) be deleted from the permit.

Paragraph B(l)(e) - Since these effluent 1limits are not
attainable we would request that this item be deleted from the
schedule of compliance.

Paragraph B(1)(f) - The CH M-Hill study suggests that harbor
water quality will be in compliance after following the
canners compliance with the permit limitations in IA(2).

We appreciate this opportunity to address the proposed draft permit and
hope our comments are helpful in developing an NPDES permit that is
reasonable. Please call me at (213) 590-3873 if you have any questions
on our comments,

Sincerely,

JRN/1le
Attch.
cc: D. Ballands
A. Cropley
R. Hetzler
F. Hackman - Ralston
P. Faiai - ASG
N. Lovelace - EPA

+ 0053
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APPENDIX B

STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC. NPDES No. AS0000019
Calculation of interim limits at 500 tons/day

The proposed draft NPDES permit was written using data from the applica-
tion, based upon monitoring during 1983-1984. During this period tuna
production averaged 300 tons/day. In order to develop a permit for 500
tons/day, the EPA's proposed interim limits should be increased by
multiplying them by 500/300 = 1.67.

Parameter EPA Proposed Increased for 500
Limits (1b/day) Tons/day (1b/day)

Average Maximum Average Maximum

BOD 16,000 33,000 26,720 55,100
Total Nitrogen 1,300 2,600 2,171 4,342
Total Phosphorus 260 450 434 751

JRN-SCPD ‘ O 0 5 I/J
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-~ APPENDIX A
S

SK CARIBE SCRUBBER - MWIC

The effect on total TSS loading to Mayaguez Bay if SKC's scrubber water
is diverted from MWIC to SKC's Outfall 002:

Data from November 1984 through June 1985 at MWIC shows that (1)
effluent TSS increases as flow increases; and, (2) that removal
efficiency 7% decreases as flow increases for any given 1level of
solids loading to the DAF treatment system.

Average total influent to MWIC for the period examined (n = 47 days
over the period November 1984 - June 1985)

Q = 3.490 mgd

TSS=32,180 kg/day = 70,957 1lb/day

Scrubber water from SKC is~300 gpm over 24 hours per day
Q = 300 x 60 x 24 = 0.432 mgd

Analyses of SKC's scrubber water shows following:
(1) Bay water intake TSS 75 mg/1 (Average n=15)
(2) Effluent TSS 98 mg/1
Net increase TSS = 23 mg/l " "

Net TSS pickup from scrubbing of dryer gases = (0.432)(8.34)(23) =
83 1b/day on average
Examination of TSS removal efficiency vs flow at MWIC, which treats the
process waste waters from SKC and other local tuna canners, shows that
efficienty decreases as flow increases. At average influent TSS loading
of 32,180 kg/day the least squares regression plot yields:
Removal = 1.022 ~ 0.0292 Q, where removal is
decimal percent, and flow, Q, 1s in
mgd.

For a decrease in flow equivalent to diverting the SKC scrubber water
(~0.43 mgd), the change in removal Z would be from:
(at 3.49 mgd): R = 1.022 - 0.0292 (3.49) = 0.9201, to (at 3.49 -
0.43 = 3,06 mgd),
R =1.022 - 0.0292 (3.06) = 0.9326

The expected decrease in TSS from MWIC due to d:Lversmn of the SKC
scrubber would be:
32,180 (0.9326-0,9201) = 402 kg/day 887 lb/day

Therefore, the net decrease in TSS dlscharged to MAyaguez Bay, after
'remov1ng the SKC scrubber water, would be: »
. : 887-83 = 804 lbs/day o

e
£
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MWTC TSS REMOVAL
DATE FLOW INFL. EFFL. REMOVAL
Kg/d (mg/1) (Kg/d) %
11/1/84 3,882 35,163 164 - 2407 93.2
11/6 2,079 10,385 188 1477 85.8
11/8 2,907 27,335 158 1736 93.6
11/13 3,547 39,336 177 2373 94.0
11/15 3,325 26,247 252 3167 87.9
11/20 3,281 26,103 200 2480 90.5
11/21 2,050 28,915 126 976 96.6
11/27 3,389 47,331 234 2998 93.7
11/29 3,688 34,653 236 3290 . 90.5
12/4 3,408 38,337 196 2525 93.4
12/6 3,340 36,971 184 2323 93.7
12/11 3,488 42,148 211 2782 93.4
12/13 3,466 28,187 144 1887 93.5
12/18 3,718 41,506 222 3120 - 92.5
12/20 3,073 34,336 174 2021 94.1
1/8/85 2,622 13,861 172 1705 87.7
1/10 2,619 37,285 216 2138 94,3
1/15 3,799 32,013 274 3935 87.7
1/17 4,012 29,554 176 2669 91.0
1/22 3,467 18,180 " 192 2516 86.2
1/24 3,514 32,293 177 2351 92.7
1/29 3,611 35,321 170 2320 93.4
1/31 3,619 37,100 240 3283 91.2
2/5 3,560 41,119 176 2368 94.2
2/7 3,653 29,936 176 2430 91.9
2/12 - 3,336 51,219 190 2396 95.3
2/14 3,260 31,696 172 2120 93.3
2/19 4,059 37,375 172 2640 92.9
2/21 3,934 53,394 205 3048 94.3
2/26 3.972 38,957 178 2673 93.1
2/28 2,748 27,708 170 1766 93.6
3/5 3,790 27,382 204 2880 89.5
3/7 2,891 36,929 252 2754 92.5
3/12 3,675 33,166 164 2278 - 93.1
3/14 3,535 32,793 292 3902 88.1
3/19 3,592 20,446 238 3232 84.2
3/21 3,003 16,121 136 1464 - 90.9
3/26 4,196 25,885 . 158 2506 90.3
3/28 3,907 33,474 170 2511 92.5
4/4 1,730 33,001 134 876 97.3
4/9 - 3,839 31,162 234 3396 89.1
4/11 3,668 31,504 194 2690 ~ - 91.5

4/16 3,706 35,976 .. . 174 . - 2437

o 4f18 - 23,489 - -22,633 il

o 4(23 3,877 42,329

- 4/25 3,958 739,142 2

o Ty . -4/30 - .3,993 - 27,610
. j;?_jﬂ.jQ»s/z Lo 1,632

Vimas

o 1517
- 3048
2843 .
2294
o 7400
2791

33,481 =
34,209

L 517 . 4,268

5 convmy
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PAGE 2 OF 2
(CONTINUED)
MWTC TSS REMOVAL
DATE FLOW INFL. EFFL. REMOVAL
Kg/d (mg/1) (Kg/d) Z

5/9 3,964 34,061 212 3177 90.7
5/14 4,291 26,152 156 2530 90.3
5/16 3,731 28,876 222 3131 89.2
5/21 3,582 19,743 129 1747 91.2
5/23 3,804 27,653 166 2387 91.4
5/28 3,396 32,465 214 2747 91.5
5/30 3,499 24,603 170 2249 90.9
6/4 2,953 33,499 167 1864 94.4
6/6 2,729 25,664 218 2249 91.2
6/11 3,705 36,520 186 2605 92.7
6/13 3,793 22,204 138 1979 91.1
6/18 3,196 22,699 152 1836 91.9
6/20 3,757 32,479 180 2670 91.8
6/25 4,306 25,057 172 2780 88.9

6/27 3,461 29,444 202 2643 91.0

v




MWTC TSS REMOVAL
FOR INFLUENT TSS 25,000 to 30,000 KG/DAY , n = 17

INDEPENDENT VARIABLE DEPENDENT VARIABLE
Q(mgd) - 2 Removal - 2 -2 -9
(Xi) (Xi-X) (Xi) (Yi) (Yi - Y) (¥i) (Xivi) Xi - X) (Yi - Y)
2.907 -0.607 8.451 0.936 0.023 0.876 2.721 0.368 0.00053
3.325 - .189 11.056 .879 - .034 .773  2.923 .036 .00116
3.281 -~ .233 10.765 .905 - .008 ° .819 2.969 .054 .00006
2.050 =1.464 4.203 .966 .503 .933  1.980 2.143 .00281
3.466 - .048 12.013 .935 .022 .874  3.241 .002 .00048
4,012 .498 16.096 .910 - ,003 .828 3.651 .248 .00001
3.653 .139  13.344 .919 .006 .845  3.357 .019 .00004
2.748 = .766 7.552 .936 .023 .876 2.572 .587 .00053
3.790 276  14.364 .895 - .018 .801 3.392 .076 .00032
4,196 .682 17.606 .903 - .010 .815 3.789 465 .00010
3.993 479  15.944 2917 .004 .841 3.662 .229 .00002
4,291 .777 18.413 .903 - .010 .815 3.875 .604 .00010
3.731 .217 13.920 .892 - .021 .796  3.328 047 .00044
3.804 .290 14.470 914 .001 .835 3.477 .084 -0-
2.729 - .785 7.447 912 - .001 .832  2.489 .616 -0-
4,306  .792 18.542 .889 - .024 .790 3.828 .627 .00058
3.461 -~ .053 11.979 .910 - ,003 .828 3.150 .003 .00001
S 59.746 215.865 15.521 14,177 54.404 6.208 .00719

X =3.514 12.698 Y = 0.913 0.834 3.200  0.365  .00042




£(X1 - X)

é;_ Xi - )V
!

2

b =

o1}
L[]

25,000

) <,xa,,,%

- 30,000 kg/day

—sx i _(£x4) 2

k

215.865 - (59.746)2 = 5.889

17

éz Xivi -£Xi £%1

- (59.746) (15.521) _ -0.144

0.913 - (-.0245)(3.514)

| k
54.404
17
E(X1 - X)¥i _ =0.144 _ _
£(Xi - 7)? 5.889
y-bx=
= 0.999

Removal =

0.999 - 0.0245 (Q)
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MWTC TSS REMOVAL
FOR INFLUENT TSS 30,000 to 35,000 KG/DAY , n = 18

INDEPENDENT VARIABLE DEPENDENGT VARIABLE

Q (mgd) 2 REMOVAL EFFICIENTY
(Xi) (xXi) (Y1) (Xi Y1)
3.688 13.601 0.905 3.338
3.073 9.443 .941 2.892
3.799 14.432 .877 3.332
3.514 12.348 : .927 3.257
3.260 10.628 .933 3.042
3.673 13.491 .931 3.420
3.535 12.496 .881 3.114
3.907 15.265 .925 3.614
4.033 16.265 .922 3.718
1.730 2.993 ©.973 1.683
3.839 14.738 .891 3.421
3.668 13.454 ' .915 3.356
1.632 2.663 .978 1.596
4.268 18.216 .918 3.918
3.964 15.713 .907 3.595
3.396 11.533 .915 3.107
2.953 8.720 . 944 2.788
3.757 14.115 .918 3.449
£61.689 220.114 €. 16.601 56.640

X = 3.427 12.229 Y = 0.922 3.147

~
-




30,000 - 35,000

220,114 - (61.689)2

Sxi -0 = gu? - (Sxn?
K 18

8,696
S(Xi - D)Vi = SXi¥i - X1 S¥i
k

= 56,640 - (61,689)(16,601) = ~0.254
18

b= €(Xi - X)(Y4) = -0.254 = -0.0292
Z(Xi-X)° 8.696

a=7Y-bX=0.922 ~ (-.0292)(3.427) = 1.022

Removal = 1.022 - 0.0292 Q

P
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MWTIC TSS REMOVAL
FOR INFLUENT TSS 35,000 TO 40,000 KG/DAY , n = 12

INDEPENDENT - VARIABLE DEPENDENT VARIABLE

Q (mgd) ) REMOVAL EFFICIENCY
(Xi) (Xi) (Y4) Xi Yi
3.882 15.070 0.932 3.618
3.547 12.581 .940 3.334
3.408 11.614 .934 3.183
3.340 11.156 ©.937 3.130
2.619 6.859 .943 2.470
3.611 13.039 .934 3.373
3.619 13.097 912 3.301
4.059 16.475 .929 3.771
3.972 15.777 .931 3.698
2.891 8.358 .925 2.674
3.706 13.734 .932 3.454
3.958 15.666 .927 3.669
£42.612 153.426 £=11.176 39.675

X = 3.551 12.786 ¥ = 0.931 3.306

.




35,000 - 40,000 kg/day

Eixi - D2 = =x1% - (23002 = 153,426 - (42,612)2
E 12
= 2,111
S(X - YL = SXiY¥i - X1 €711
—
= 39.675 - (42.612)(11.176) = 0.0110

12

b = €(Xi - X\¥i = -0.0110 = ~0.0052
=0 - 2.11

a=7Y-bx=0.931 - (~.0052)(3.551) = 0.9495
Removal = 0.9495 - 0.0052 Q
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i\\ ; UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
P4 prot® REGION IX

215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105

Jeffrey R. Naumann 2 9 MAY 1986
Manager, Environmental Engineering

Star-Kist Foods, Incorporated

180 East Ocean Boulevard

Long Beach, California 90802

SUBJECT: MEETING TO DISCUSS PERMITS FOR AMERICAN SAMOA AND
PRELIMINARY ISSUES FOR TERMINAL ISLAND, CALIFORNIA

Dear Mr. Naumann:

In preparation for our meeting on Friday, May 30, I am
enclosing copies of the draft Ocean Dumping Permit and the draft
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit for your
review. Representatives from EPA's Permits and Compliance Branch
and the Office of Territorial Programs, as well as Mr. Frank
Hackman of the Ralston Purina Company, will be at the 10:00 am
meeting.

We will be discussing the relationship between the two
American Samoa permits and the clean up of Pago Pago Harbor,
specific factors related to each permit, and a time frame for
permit issuance.

We will meet with you and Mr. Ballands at 1:30 pm to discuss
preliminary issues on a possible monitoring program and the
preparation of an ocean disposal site designation environmental
impact statement for Star-Kist's operations at Terminal Island,
California. You will be meeting with Ms. Patricia Eklund,

Mr. Patrick Cotter of the Oceans and Estuaries Section and
Mr. Paul Helliker of the California Branch.

We are looking forward to very productive meetings on both
subjects.

Sincerely,

(Al f) i

William H. Pierce

Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch

Enclosures

.. 0067
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~ StarKist SAMOA. Jic.

P.O. Box 368 - Pago Pago - TuTUILAISLAND + AMERICANS AMOA

July 17, 1985

Norman L. Lovelace

Office of Territorial Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Subject: NPDES Permit Renewal Star-Kist Samoa AS0000019

Pear Mr. Lovelace:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. is forwarding to you the official "hard
copy" Analysis Report by AECOS Laboratory in Honolulu on the DAF
Effluent samples in compliance with the subject Permit Renewal
Requirements. This data was supplied earlier in a letter dated
May 13, 1985.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC.
GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager
GLD:tsl1

cc:  Jeff Naumann

. 0068
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J0B NO. ;/2‘7

DATE

AECOS =

970 N. Kalaheo Avenue, Suite A300 « Kailua, Hawaii 96734
Telephone: (808) 254-5884

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

TO: STARKIST SANMOA, INC. ATTN: Hr. Mark Anthony
SAMPLES OF: Effluent liater SAMPLED:
RECEIPT DATE: 4/20/85 LOG NO,:440 - 423

ANALYSIS DATE

Sample ID VALUE DATE..OF

Measurement
(units)mg/]

SULFITE 46.0 £/21 dws
SULFIDE 11.7 £/23 1f

SY‘“ATE 115C.C 4/25 1f

ALUMINUM 0.77 4/29 bc

CHROMIUM 0.03 4/2¢ bc

ZINC 0.195 4/25 bc

IRON 0.65 4/29 bc

SURFACTANTS 1.59 4/30 1f

FLUORIDE

i ¥ REMARKS:

Samples preserved and analyzed in accordance with Methods for Chemical
Analysis of Water and Wastes, EPA 600/479-020

. 0069
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~ Star.Kist SAMOA. Jic.

ETONETE Ly
P.O. Box 368 - PagoPago - TurTwiLA I SLAND A‘E‘U‘S““}‘-S‘“°‘
S RPN
goons

COMM o7 ..

July 12, 1985 ... , ] .
Y 85 L 22 PG

Regional Administrator

U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105
Attn: Water Branch, E-5

Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoca Government
Tutuila, American Samoa 96799

Dear Sirs:

Following are the results of analysis conducted to ful-
fill Special Condition Paragraph 9A Monitoring Requirements for
Dumping Permit 0D79-01/02 Special for the period April lst through
June 30th. The previous quarterly report was submitted April
1985.

PH 6.2
Bulk Density 0.91 :
Total Suspended Solid 76,700.0 Mg/Lit.
Total Phosphorus 1,342.0 Mg/Lit.
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen 578.2 Mg/Lit.
B.0.Ds 137,866.7 Mg/Lit.
0il and Grease 18,997.3 Mg/Lit.
Sincerely,

SAMOA, INC.

General Manager
/tsl

cc: R. Hancock

C. Johnson
J. Naumann
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“~Star-Kist SAMOA, /e’

P.O. Box 368 - PagoPago - TUTUILAISLAND + AMERICANSAMOA

July 12, 1985

Regional Administrator

U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105
Attn: Water Branch, E-5 :

Commander (MEP)

l4th U. S. Coast Guard District
PJKK Federal Building

300 Ala Moana, Honolulu

Hawaii 96850

Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoa Government
Tutuila Island

American Samoa 96799

Dear Sirs:

The following volume of sludge was removed from the Star-
Kist facility during April 1lst to June 30th dumping period and
is reported as required by Paragraph 8 Special Conditions Ocean
Dumping Permit No. 0D79-01/02 Special.

GALLONS 1,844,803.00
TONS 7,483.66
Sincerely, ‘

GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager

GLD:tsl
cc: R. Hancock

C. Johnson
J. Naumann

. 0071
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SLAND SHIPPING AGENCY

July 08, 1985

STAR KIST SAMCA, INC
PAGO PAGO
AN:-RICAN SAMOA, 96799

Dear Sirs,

-Please be advised that the summary stated below is for the

SLUDGZ DUMPING PZRIOD APRIL 30 == JUNE 30, 1985, by the vessel
AZUMA MARU, :
Copies are attached for your perusal,

SMARY s

STAR KIST SANMOA, INC, (GALLCNS)

APRIL 1935%**x%%x* 663,856
MAY 1985******** 652,947
JUNE  1985***#x%ax 508 000

TOTAL 1,844,803 GALLONS

MOA PACKING, INC, (GALLCNS)

APRIL 1985%#***#%% 271 OL3
MAY  1985xmexw¥a% 228,170
JUNE 1985%**xsnus 206.615

TOTAL 726,728 GALLONS

TOTAL HAULZD FOR THE PZIRIOD APRIL-JUNE, 1985 IS 2,571,531 GALLONS,

Sincerely,

1:24‘*%1£\ <Ei;i(/l:jc}~4

LORITA CRICHTON
AZU¥A MARU AG:ZNT,

<0072
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- StarKist SAMOA.J;iéf‘ |

P.O. Box 368 + PAGoPaAs0o + TUTUILAISLAND =+ AMERICANSAMOA

May 13, 1985

- Norman L. Lovelace

Office of Territorial Program
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

SUBJECT: NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL STAR-KIST SAMOA AS0000019

Dear Mr. Lovelace:

In compliance with the SUBJECT PERMIT RENEWAL REQUIRE-
MENTS, analyses on a composite sample of the DAF Effluent was
taken and prepared for shipment to AECOS laboratory in Hono-
lulu for the parameters indicated as no laboratory in American
Samoa has the capability to test various metals, surfactants,
sulfide, sulfates and fluorides.

Collection and handling of samples were properly and
closely undertaken. As required, supplied labelled bottles
were carefully filled with the composite. effluent samples and
chilled, taking care not to aerate the samples while filling.
Required preserving solution was added as per instructions.
Chilled samples were immediately packaged with frozen packets
for airtransporting to the laboratory in Hawaii via Samoa Air
on the same day of collection. Arrangements were made for the
contracting laboratory to meet and collect the samples from
the airport for their proper handling and immediate analysis.

Simultaneously with the bottle preparation was the sample
preparation for the fecal coliform and residual chlorine tests
for their immediate determinations. The chlorine test was
done here by the Star-Kist Foods, and the fecal coliform test,
by the LBJ Medical Laboratory of the Department of Health in
American Samoa (See attached report).
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A summary of the analysis results is as follows:!

Parameters

Aluminum
Chromiun
Zinc

Iron
Surfactants
Fluoride
Sulfate
Sulfite
Sulfide
Chlorine

Values (mg/L)

0.77 .
0.03
0.195
0.65
1.60
1.12
1550
46
11.7
0.0

Attached are copies of the results sent by the Laboratory
through Panafax.
as soon as availilable.

A hard copy sent through Post will be forwarded

It is hoped that the above results will satisfy the needed
data for the progress of our NPDES Permit renewal.

Jeff Naumann

Very truly yours,

STAR-K AMOA, INC.

GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager
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Star-Kist SAMOA. Jic.

P.O. Box 368 - Pago Pago . TUuTUILAISLAND + AMERICAN SAMOA

March 12, 1985

Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Attn: Patricia D. Eklund - Chief Water Quality Permits
Section

Subject: STAR-KIST SAMOA NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL AS0000019

Dear Ms Eklund:

We are in receipt of your letter dated January 15,
1985, and would like to respond to the points of gquestion
in the letter.

1. and 2. The application has been signed and resub-
mitted. The signed certification statement has already been
returned to you.

3. Sea water from Pago Pago Harbor is used for part of
the processing at the Star-Kist Samoa cannery. In addition,
sea water is used in the fish meal scrubber which we would
like to include as a non-process flow for outfall 002. The
estimated amount of scrubber sea water to be included in 002
is 0.4 million gallons/day. A composite was taken of in-
take sea water and was found to have a BOD of 183 mg/liter.
(183 mg/liter) (8.34 1lbs/gallon) (0.4 mgd) = 610 lbs/day BOD 5.

4. As shown in the schematic submitted with the appli-
cation, tuna is first brought from the freezer or unloaded
off the fishing vessel in metal tote bins that are movable
with forklifts. Groups of these bins are placed in the thaw-
ing area and sea water is sprayed overhead in order to bring
the temperature of the fish to approximately 25° to 40° F.
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Page 2

Thawed f£ish are then butchered by removing the internal or-
gans. Large fish are cut into smaller pieces suitable for
cooking and processing. Butchered fish are placed in racks
which are wheeled into large steam ovens. Live steam is
injected into the oven until the fish are cooked. The racks

of coocked fish are then wheeled out of the steam ovens and
placed in an area where it is air-cooled and later fine sprayed
with fresh water to moisten the skin. The fish are then trans-
ferred to the packing tables, where hundreds of people remove
the skin, bones, red meat, heads and tails. The red meat is
used for canned pet food:; the loins are removed and separated
for canning for human consumption either as chunk or solid
pack.

The scrap which consists of bones, skin, fins, heads and
tails is conveyed to the fish meal plant. At the meal plant
the scrap is cooked by direct steam injection. Moisture is
then removed in a screw press. The press cake is then con-
veyed into a direct fired rotary dryer. The dried material is
then ground and packaged in 100 lbs sacks as fish meal.

The loins are packed either as chunk or solid packed
tuna. Vegetable broth or salad o0il is added and the cans are
sealed. The sealed cans are then washed by a recycle hot
water can washing system and are then put into baskets for
retorting. Several metal baskets are wheeled into each re-
tort. The retort is sealed and live steam is injected to
remove all oxygen and raise the temperature to approximately
242°, which sterilizes the product in the can. This temp-
erature is maintained by steam for the proper period of time
depending upon can size and product.

In order to cool the cans fresh water is pumped into the
retort in order to bring the temperature of the product in the
can down. The baskets of cans are then removed from the re-
tort and allowed to sit for further cooling to ambient tem-
perature. The cans are then labeled and cased. A list of can
sealants, lubricating o0il and detergents used in the various
processes are attached as Appendix A.

5. The only process additives in the DAF treatment con-
sist of aluminum sulfate (alum) and an anionic polymer known
as Aqua Ben 235. Aluminum sulfate is used as a flocculent,
because of its positive charge which adheres to the solid
particles in the raw waste water. The anionic polyacrylamide
polymer has a negative charge which causes the positively
charged floc particles to form larger floc clumps, that are
easily removed in the flotation clarifier and become DAF sludge.
Typical dosages of the two treatment chemicals are 55 - 80
ppm of alum and 0.8 - 1.5 ppm of anionic polymer.
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6. Composite sample of the DAF effluent will be ana-
lyzed for the parameters indicated in the January 15th
letter, except that no laboratory in American Samoa has the
capability to test for aluminum, chromium, zinc, sulfate,
sulfite, iron, surfactants or flourine. Results of these
analyses will follow when they are received from the con-
tract laboratory in Honolulu. The tests for fecal coliforms
and chlorine will be performed in American Samoa on grab sam-
ples, and will follow shortly.

7. At present, scrubber water, retort cooling water
and boiler blow-down waters are sent to the DAF treatment
plant. As they are of a very low level of contamination ex-
cept for elevated temperature, we would wish to discharge
those separately in a non-process outfall as we do at our
other cannery locations. This will further reduce the hy-
draulic loading to the treatment plant, which could result in
improved removal efficiency of process wastes.

8. Star-Kist Samoa outfall consists of a 10" flexible
pipe with no diffuser located at a depth of 52 ft. at point
of discharge.

We hope the above information provides that needed in
order to progress the application. We will forward the re-
sults of the requested analyses as soon as they become avail-
able. If you have any further questions please do not hesi-
tate to call Jeff Naumann at Star-Kist Foods, in Los Angeles,
(213) 548-4411 Ext 6319.

Sincerely,

STAR-KIS AMOA, INC.

GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager

/tsl
Attachments

cc: Jeff Naumann, Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
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APPENDIX A

i

PROCESS MATERIALS USED IN TUNA PROCESSING AT
STAR-KIST SAMOA, NPDES AS0000019

Can

end sealing compound - Dewey & Almy 9101

Lubricating oils used within the cannery:

a. U. S. P. White (Mineral) 0il

b. Poly F M-2 Grease

c. Chevron EP-2 Grease

d. 30 W Deco 200

e. 40 W Deco 200

f. 100 X Hyd. 0i1l

g. 85 - 140 W Spec. API GL-5 Gear Lub.
h. 80 -90 W. Gear Lub.

Can washing detergents {if any) - NIL
Sanitizing chemicals:

a. Oakite 62

b. Oakite General Cleaner

c. Oakite Liquid Power Det.

d. Oakite Circhlor

e. Oakite Handsome Soap

f. Caustic Soda
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StarKist SAMOA.]mi‘:;

P.O. Box 368 - PagoPAGO + ~ TUTUILAISLAND +« AMERICANSAMOA

March 12, 1985

Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Attn: Patricia D. Eklund - Chief Water Quality Permits
Section

Subject: STAR-KIST SAMOA NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL AS0000019

Dear Ms Eklund:

We are in receipt of your letter dated January 15,
1985, and would like to respond to the points of question
in the letter.

1. and 2. The application has been signed and resub-
mitted. The signed certification statement has already been
returned to you. .

3. Sea water from Pago Pago Harbor is used for part of
the processing at the Star-Kist Samoa cannery. In addition,
sea water is used in the fish meal scrubber which we would
like to include as a non-process flow for outfall 002. The
estimated amount of scrubber sea water to be included in 002
is 0.4 million gallons/day. A composite was taken of in-
take sea water and was found to have a BOD of 183 mg/liter.
(183 mg/liter) (8.34 1bs/gallon) (0.4 mgd) = 610 1lbs/day BOD 5.

4. As shown in the schematic submitted with the appli-
cation, tuna is first brought from the freezer or unloaded
off the fishing vessel in metal tote bins that are movable
with forklifts. Groups of these bins are placed in the thaw-
ing area and sea water is sprayed overhead in order to bring
the temperature of the fish to approximately 259 to 40° F.
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Thawed fish are then butchered by removing the internal or-
gans. Large fish are cut into smaller pieces suitable for
cooking and processing. Butchered fish are placed in racks
which are wheeled into large steam ovens. Live steam is
injected into the oven until the fish are cooked. The racks

of cooked fish are then wheeled out of the steam ovens and
placed in an area where it is air-cooled and later fine sprayed
with fresh water to moisten the skin. The fish are then trans-
ferred to the packing tables, where hundreds of people remove
the skin, bones, red meat, heads and tails. The red meat is
used for canned pet food: the loins are removed and separated
for canning for human consumption either as chunk or solid
pack.

The scrap which consists of bones, skin, fins, heads and
tails is conveyed to the fish meal plant. At the meal plant
the scrap is cooked by direct steam injection. Moisture is
then removed in a screw press. The press cake is then con-
veyed into a direct fired rotary dryer. The dried material is
then ground and packaged in 100 lbs sacks as fish meal.

The loins are packed either as chunk or solid packed
tuna. Vegetable broth or salad oil is added and the cans are
sealed. The sealed cans are then washed by a recycle hot
water can washing system and are then put into baskets for
retorting. Several metal baskets are wheeled into each re-
tort. The retort is sealed and live steam is injected to
remove all oxygen and raise the temperature to approximately
242°, which sterilizes the product in the can. This temp-
erature is maintained by steam for the proper period of time
depending upon can size and product.

In order to cool the cans fresh water is pumped into the
retort in order to bring the temperature of the product in the
can down. The baskets of cans are then removed from the re-
tort and allowed to sit for further cooling to ambient tem-
perature. The cans are then labeled and cased. A list of can
sealants, lubricating o0il and detergents used in the various
processes are attached as Appendix A.

5. The only process additives in the DAF treatment con-
sist of aluminum sulfate (alum) and an anionic polymer known
as Agqua Ben 235. Aluminum sulfate is used as a flocculent,
because of its positive charge which adheres to the solid
particles in the raw waste water. The anionic polyacrylamide
polymer has a negative charge which causes the positively
charged floc particles to form larger floc clumps, that are
easily removed in the flotation clarifier and become DAF sludge.
Typical dosages of the two treatment chemicals are 55 - 80
ppm of alum and 0.8 - 1.5 ppm of anionic polymer.
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6. Composite sample of the DAF effluent will be ana-
lyzed for the parameters indicated in the January 15th
letter, except that no laboratory in American Samoa has the
capability to test for aluminum, chromium, zinc, sulfate,
sulfite, iron, surfactants or flourine. Results of these
analyses will follow when they are received from the con-
tract laboratory in Honolulu. The tests for fecal coliforms
and chlorine will be performed in American Samoa on grab sam-
ples, and will follow shortly.

7. At present, scrubber water, retort cooling water
and boiler blow-down waters are sent to the DAF treatment
plant. As they are of a very low level of contamination ex-
cept for elevated temperature, we would wish to discharge
those separately in a non-process outfall as we do at our
other cannery locations. This will further reduce the hy-
draulic loading to the treatment plant, which could result in
improved removal efficiency of process wastes.

8. Star-Kist Samoa outfall consists of a 10" flexible
pipe with no diffuser located at a depth of 52 ft. at point
of discharge.

We hope the above information provides that needed in
order to progress the application. We will forward the re-
sults of the requested analyses as soon as they become avail-
able. If you have any further questions please do not hesi-
tate to call Jeff Naumann at Star-Kist Foods, in Los Angeles,
(213) 548-4411 Ext 6319.

Sincerely,

STAR-KIST OA, INC.

\

,&q,\

GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager

/tsl
Attachments

cc: Jeff Naumann, Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
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APPENDIX A

1
i

PROCESS MATERIALS USED IN TUNA PROCESSING AT
STAR-KIST SAMOA, NPDES AS0000019

Can end sealing compound - Dewey & Almy 9101
Lubricating oils used within the cannery:

U. S. P. White (Mineral) 0il

. Poly F M-2 Grease

. Chevron EP-2 Grease

. 30 W Deco 200

e. 40 W Deco 200

f. 100 X Hyd. 0il

g. 85 - 140 W Spec. API GL-5 Gear Lub.
h. 80 -90 W. Gear Lub.

Lo oo

Can washing detergents (if any) - NIL
Sanitizing chemicals:

Oakite 62

Oakite General Cleaner
Oakite Liquid Power Det.
Oakite Circhlor

. Oakite Handsome Soap

. Caustic Soda

O QL0 DO WN
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UNITEL 'ATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIOI ENCY

5 o

‘N\

Gregory I.. Deering
Star-Kist Samna, Inc.

P.0O.

Rnx 34687

Pago Pago, Tutuila Island

Amer

ican Samoa 9R700

Dear Mr. Deesrving:

we have conducted an initial review of your MPPES renewal

application, dated nNecemher 19, 1984, and have Found a numher of
deficiencies. Please asubmit the following information:

1)

?)

3)

4)

5)

£ )

Aprlication signature.
Signed Certification Statement (enclosed),

Sampling and all calculations for intake BOD values listed
for outfall N02,

Description of canning process including a list of all
nrocess Mmaterials such as can sealants, lubhricating oils and
detergents used for can washing,

List of all process additives used in the DAR treatment and
concentrations for each additive,

Analysis of outfall effluent for any metals, nils or
surfactants which may be present dus to the use nof any of
the materials listed in 4) and 5) ahove, This analysi=
should consist of at least ons measurerment each for:

Aluminum
Chramium

Zinc

Chlorine

Fecal Coliform
Sulfate (as 8)
Sulfite (as S03)
Sulfide {az &)
Total Tron

Surfactante ! 0089

Flourines

CONCURRENCES

SYMBOL

SURNAME C;

DATE

w-5 -/ | p-1-1 oT0 W?( !

cesevivsevverssisvsiovssencecssrany

EXXEG

1 Jdf5

aFescsoolrsesheccsrcsssccscececlonens Srscencens sesbioscencsinnsannes

&wauz‘ R N I

«

14 [%5/

EPA Form 132041 (12-70) OFFICIAL FILE COPY
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In Reply
Fefer to: Sheila Wiegman (W-1-1)

0 4 FEB 1387

Alhert . Cropley

President and General Manager
star-Kist Samca, Inc.

P.0O. Box 358

Pago Pago, Tutuila

American Samoa 26799

Dear Mr. Cropley:

A National Pollutant Discharge Flimination System (NPDLS)
sermit has been issued to the following discharger:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.
NPDLS Permit MNo. ASCO00019

he staff at the Invironmental Protection Agency (FPA) has
reviewed the NPDES permit application for this facility and has
prepared a draft permit, in accordance with the Clean Water Act,
as amended. The EPA has also published a public notice of its
intent to issue a permit to the above discharger. After consider-
ing the expressed views of all interested persons and agencies,
pertinent Federal statutes and regulations, the CPA, pursuant
to 40 CFR 124, has prepared a final permit which does not differ
siqgnificantly from the draft permit. Changes to the permit
are discussed in the enclosed "Response to Comments."

The WPDES permit is hereby issued upon the date of signature
and shall become effective 33 days from the date of mailing, un-~
less there is a written request for an avidentiary hearing.
pursuant to 40 CFR 124.76, reguests for an evidentiary hearing
must state each of the legal or factual questions alleged to be
at issue and must demonstrate one of the following for cach
issue being raised in the hearing request: that the issue was
raised during the public comment period; that the issue was not
reasonably ascertainable during the public comment pericd; or

0027

CONCURRENCES ~

SYMBOL
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Lyle Richmond

Chairman 4 FEB 1987
Environmental Quality Commission

American Samoa Government

Pago Pago, A.S. 96799

Dear Mr. Richmond:

We are now issuing the National Pollutant Discharge Elimin-
ation System (NPDES) permits for Star-Kist Samoca, Inc. and the
Samoa Packing Company and would like to provide an explanation
as to how the recommendations contained in your letter of
October 20, 1986 were addressed in the permits. All seven of
the recommendations have been incorporated with the exception
of that concerning the length of time receiving water monitoring
will be required. You recommended that such monitoring be
conducted for three years following permit issuance, after
which an alternative for meeting American Samoa Water Quality
Standards (WQS) would be chosen within six months. The final
permit requires one year of monitoring after permit issuance
and selection of an alternative to achieve compliance with
American Samoa WQS within two years.

There are several reasons why the permit requirements are
structured in this way. First, compliance with American Samoa
WOS must be achieved within the five'year permit term as required
under 40 CFR 122.47(a)(1). Secondly, it is our view that data
obtained from three years of receiving water monitoring following
permit issuance is not necessary to gauge the effects of high
strength waste segregation. As you recall, the harbor responded
relatively quickly when the Samoa Packing facility was not
discharging. Past experience with estuarine systems suggests
that the effects will be noted immediately or within several
months when a major source of nutrient input is eliminated. As a
great deal of study has already been devoted to this issue, we
simply do not think that an additonal three years of monitoring
data is necesary. In any event, the permits have provisions
for modification pending changes in American Samoa WQ8 and results
of the study on alternatives to meet American Samoca WQ8 due
8ix months after high waste segregation.

CONCURRENCES
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It you have any questions on the matters, please contact me
at (415) 974-743]1 or Susan Cox at (415) 974-7432.

Sincerely,

Oricina! #izned by
ey LOVEACE

Norman L. Lovelace
Chief
Office of Territorial Proqrams

cc: Pati Faiai, Executive Secretary, EQC
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AMERICAN SAMOA GOVERNMENT
PAGO PAGO, AMERICAN SAMOA 96799 In reply refer 1o
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR Serial: 330

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

October 20, 1986

Mr. Norman Lovelace, Chief

Office of Territorlal Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Dear Mr. Lovelace:

On Friday, October 17, the Environmental Quality Commission discussed the
proposed Draft National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

permits for Star Kist Samoa, Inc. and Samoa Packing Company. In light of

the recent American Samoa Government (ASG) - Joint Cannery Study meeting

we feel that in order to continue towards Water Quality Standard compliance

in the harbor with the least degree of litigation, combined with a cooperative
effort from the canneries, changes in the proposed permits should be consldered,

The following are recommended principles to be incorporated into the NPDES

permits,

1. Both canneries should be required within cne (1) year of the effective
date of the permits to have completely implemented high strength waste
segregation,

2. To ensure accurate monitoring of the amount of Nitrates and phosphates

being discharge in relation to the volume of waste water flow into the
recelving waters, we feel that the draft permits composite sampling
requirements should be followed.

3. Harbor Water Quality sampling will continue on a monthly basis for
three yearg following the issuance of the new NPDES permits.

4, The canneries should be required to conduct an extensive current
monitoring program in the vicinity of the proposed outer harbor
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generated data. A period of six months should be allowed to make
this determination. At the end of six months a decision should be
made on the program to be followed to achieve full compliance with
the water quality standards for Pago Pago Harbor when the proposed
NPDES permits expire five years after their issuance,

Decisions on granting of the zone of mixing and interpretation of
monitoring data for enforcement purposes should be delayed until the
six month final evaluation period.

Proposed outfall 002 for Star Kist Samoa should accommodate only
storm water discharge, No other waste water. flows, contact or
non-contact, should be allowed to discharge at this point. II one
or more of the proposed waste water flows are, in the opinicn of the
U.S. EPA and ASEPA, found not to contain contaminates which would
violate ASG water quality standards disposal at outfall 002, could
be reconsidered.

Although the aforementioned provisions vary considerably from the Draft
NPDES permits the EQC considers these steps necessary to continue
progressing towards improved water quality conditions in the harbor,

Sincerely,

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

.02



AP LUTAL|
QOVEANOR

ENI F. HUNKIN, JR.
LIEUTENANT QOVERNOA

TERRITORY OF AMERICAN SAMOA
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
FAGATOQO 96799

October 9, 1986 Serial: 1805

Norman Lovelace, Chief

Office of Territorial

Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Region IX
215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Dear Mr. Lovelace:

On October 2 and 3, 1986, representatives of the American Samoa
Government, Samoa Packing Company and Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. met at
the offices of Star-Kist Foods, Inc. in Long Beach, California to
discuss the Draft Phase II Report prepared by CH2M Hill as the
engineering consultant engaged by the three principals to study

alternatives for the

reduction of fish cannery waste water effluent

loading into Pago Pago Bay and the program to be undertaken as a

result of this study.

Participants at the meetings were:

American Samoa Government

Lyle L. Richmond, Legal Counsel to the Governor

Michael Dworsky,

EPA Construction Grants Manager

Ward Conaway, former EPA Construction Grants Manager

Samoa Packing Company

Fred H. Avers, President
Frank Hackman, Associate Counsel, Environment and Energy
Ron Degges, Director, Production and Engineering

Star Kist Samoa,

Jeffrey R. Nauma

Inc.

nn, Manager, Environmental Engineering

Dave Ballands, Genera] Manager, Engineering Can Making Services

At the conclusion of
understanding on the

the meetings the participants reached the following
program for the future.0095

)

{084) 8334118
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1.  Samoa Packing ang Star-Kist Samoa shal] have in fy11 Operation within
one (1) year Systems of high strength waste Segregation, which wastes shall pe
ocean disposeq. The year shall commence With the 1ssuance of the cannerjes’
new NPDES permits.

se decisi
evaluation period foT]owfng the three-year data collection period after
issuance of the new NPDES permits. A1} Principals reserve their respective
rights to establish their Positions on these issues and to lTegally cha]?enge
them if mutual decisions oy commitments ape not determined by the end of this
six-month period.

Principais towards the objective of Improving the water quality of Pago Pago
Bay to acceptable Tevels as Contemplateq by the tax exemption agreements
f the Cannerjes, 1t is mutually believed
igh Strength waste Ségregation js 3 key initia] step towards this
objective which shoyld be taken now.

'v--_».w«v-‘ﬂn._«‘
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This program is, we believe, a positive, constructive and relatively concrete

step towards Practicable enhancement of Pago Pago Bay waters. Therefore, it

is reguested that the U.S. Environmenta) Protection Agency revise the

proposed new NPDES permits for the canneries to reflect the participants’
understanding as set forth above. Essentially, this revision only postpones final
determinations on waste disposal alternatives in the immediate future, six

months hence, until a time when more reliable data three years from now will

be available to Justify those critical decisions. With your agency's

concurrence on the Proposed program, the principals can move forward with its

implementation.

Sincerely,

aéézj:;iiij;’-¢:#‘;;7

LE L. RICHMOND
“ Legal Counsel to the Governor

LLR:mt]
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U.S. DEPARTMEN%F COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Southwest Region ¢« Western Pacific Program Office
2570 Dole St. ¢« Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2396

September 23, 1986 F/SWR1:ETN

Mr. Frank M. Covington

Director, Water Management Division
Region IX

Environmental Protection Agency

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Mr. Covington:

This responds to your letter of August 21, 1986 to Mr. Eugene
T. Nitta of my staff requesting a list of threatened and
endangered species or designated critical habitat found in the
vicinity of the waste water discharges for Star-Kist Samoa
Inc. and Samoa Packing Company in American Samoa.

Listed species under the jurisdiction of the National Marine
Fisheries Service that may be generally found in the nearshore
waters of Tutuila include the endangered hawksbill turtle
(Eretmochelys imbricata) and the threatened green turtle
(Chelonia mydas) in small numbers throughout the year.

The endangered humpback whale (Megaptera novaeangliae) is a
seasonal visitor, found within the 100 fathom isobath around
the Islands of American Samoa during the southern winter
months. To our knowledge critical habitat for these species
has not been proposed or designated in American Samoa.

We have reviewed the discharge limits proposed for the two
canneries and find that the issuance of the NPDES permits will not
likely adversely affect the listed species noted above.

This concludes the Section 7 process for this project.
Should the permit conditions be subsequently modified, or an
effect not previously considered becomes evident, consultatlon
must be re-initiated at that time. If there are any further
questions please contact Eugene Nitta, Protected Species Program
Coordinator at 808-955-8831.

Slnce Vours

John J. Naughton
Acting Administrator

cc: F/SWR

- 0098
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
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AMERICAN SAMOA GOVERNMENT
PAGO PAGO, AMERICAN SAMOA 96799 in reply refer 1o
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION Serial: 284
GOVERNMENT OF AMERICAN SAMOA
SEPTEMBER 22,1986

Norm Lovelace, Chief

Office of Territorial Programs

U.3. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont St.

San Francisco, California 94105

RE: HWater Quality Standards compliance clarification
Dear Mr. Lovelace:

The Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) was directed by ASCA
24.0106(10) to "establish air and water guality standards for the
territory“. The adoption of Rule 8-81 by the EQC fulfilled this
mandate with respect to water quality. The standards classify
the waters of the Territory of American Samoa and establish
standards for each classification.

However it has come to our attention over the past year that the
methodology for enforcing the water quality standards (WOS) has
not been clearly stated by the EQC and has led to some
misunderstandings in regard to the Pago Pago Harbor.

In adopting the current WQS the EQC expressed the policy that all
waters of the harbor will receive equal protection. The EQC did
not then, and does not now, envision a compliance determination

-methodology that would, in effect, provide for unequal minimum

levels of water quality in the harbor. The only exception to
this is within approved mixing zones that are established under
the criteria in the WQS. The EQC recognized that there are
substantial differences in water quality in the harbor system.
Specifically, the inner harbor area is significantly lower in
quality than the outer harbor area. The WQS that apply to the
harbor were developed with these differences in mind. The entire
harbor system was studied in detail to formulate the WOS. The
resulting WQS prescribe a minimuim level of water quality for
harbor waters that is somewhat lower than would occur naturally
because of the various influences present in the harbor. The
EQC’s policy is that all waters within the harbor are to achieve
the minimum level of water quality specified in the WQS.

- 0099
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As you may recall from our discussions in September of “85" the
question EPA raised was how does EOC determine whether or not
violations of the American Samoa WOS exists in Pago Pago Harbor.
Two different methods of interpretation have been presented over
the past year in our discussion of this subject. The EQC in
adopting this statement of clarification is not revising the WQS
at this time, although the WOS are scheduled for review in FY 87.
Clarification on this point is particularly important now because
of the nearing finalization of the Phase II report of the Joint
Study and the NPDES permits for the two canneries.

In reviewing this issue, one interpretation is that the
compliance status of the WOS is ascertained by performing the
specified statistical analysis on the data from all the
monitoring stations in the inner harbor, outer harbor and
transition zone collectively. Some of the confusion over this
issue comes from some of the documents prepared during the WQS
development. These documents describe suggested monitoring
programs and data analysis to evaluate water quality. However,
these documents were designed to serve a purpose other than
making specific regulatory decisions regarding compliance with
the WOS. The program set forth in the documents are useful aids
in making statistical overview evaluations of water guality and
providing an information base for future reviews and revisions of
the WPS. A meeting with Mr. Hans Krock, editor of the "American
Samoa Water Quality Monitoring Handbook" in June "86" confirmed
that it was never intended or designed for the purpose of making
localized and specific decisions regarding WQS compliance. The
documents are not referenced in the WDS themselves and would not
seem to have any regulatory status.

The WOS were developed in compliance with the Clean Water Act
which has as its objective "to restore and maintain the chemical,
physical, and biological integrity of the Nation'’s Waters". Any
interpretation which advocates averaging data from many points
has the effect of masking localized water quality problems by
combining them with other areas that may have acceptable water
quality. Thus, although a portion of the harbor is violating WQS
while others are in compliance, the result would be that the
entire harbor is erroneously judged to meet the WOS. This is not
the intent of the WOS, nor do we believe it the intent of the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency when you approved the WQS.

Phe EQC has interpreted the compliance of the WQS as determined
by considering the data from each point separately and that the
‘compliance status is determined on a point-by-point basis. This
interpretation is consistant with many provisions of the WOS, and
with other State WOS throughout the land. The provisions for
granting of mixing zones and the associated prohibitions (e.qg.,
not allowed within 500 feet of Goat Island Point...no part of a
shoreline, reef or bottom substrate shall be included in any zone
of mixing) suggests that the WOS are intended to apply to every
point in the harbor. Mixing zones are designed to provide for

0100
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localized, alternate standards within the zone (under stringent
conditions) to reflect the physical and practical realities of
treatment technologies. In some ways the averaging approach
would define the entire inner harbor as a mixing zone, which is
clearly contrary to the WQS.

Mixing zones are designed to provide localized variations from
WOS in cases where "Compliance with the existing WQS at the
point of discharge would produce serious economic hardships
without equal or greater. benefit to the public..." Also, mixing
zones must meet several other criteria specified in the WQS,
including the requirement that WQS be achieved at the boundaries
of the mixing zone. The mixing zone provisions of the WQ$
clearly illustrate that the EQC intends to have the WQS apply
equally to every point within the harbor.

In conclusion, the EQC’s policy is that all points within the
harbor are to be considered separately for purposes of
determining WQS compliance. For purposes of evaluating overall
water quality and determining general trends, the data
interpretation methods that combine data from various locations
in the harbor will continue to be used. We will be preparing
detailed data interpretation procedures for determining WQS
compliance that will embody the following principles:

o Compliance will be determined at each point within the
harbor separately (e.g., point-by-point).

o Compliance will be determined using the temporal
variations specified in the WQS.

0 Compliance will be determined at any particular time by
analyzing the previous 12 months of data.

We hope to have this procedure fully documented within a month
and will provide you with a draft copy to review.

Sincegely,

At A7
Pati Faiai, Executive Secretary
Environmental Quality Commission
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE IN REPLY REFER To:

hl
300 ALA MOANA BQULEVARD -
P.O. BOX 50167 =

HONOLULU, HAWAIl 96850 ~ AUG 25 13986

Mr. Frank M. Covington
Director, Water Management Division

U, 8§

5. Environmental Protection Agency

Region IX
215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, California 94105

Dear Mr. Covington:

This responds to your August 21 letter concerning your proposal
to reissue NPDES vpermits for the following tuna canneries in
American Samoa:
| Star—-Kist Samoa, Inc.
Samoa Packing Company

Specifically, you requested a list of plants and/or animals which
are listed or proposed for listing as endangered or threatened
species under the Endangered Species Act.

Although the green sea turtle (Chelonia mydas; may swim in the
waters of Pago Harbor in the vicinity of the cannery outfalls, we
would not expect them to be affected by the discharges as
described in your letter. These turtles are not known to nest
near any of the areas which may be affected by such discharges.
As sea turtles, while at sea, fall under the jurisdiction of the
National Marine Fisheries Service, you may wish to also contact
them for comment.

Thank you for allowing us to comment on this proposal.
Sincerely yours,

Nt (2L

William R. Kramer
Acting Project Leader
Office of Environmental Services

CONSERVE . () 0
AMERICA'S ()“
ENERGY

Save Energy and You Serve America!
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REGION IX
215 Fremont Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105
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SEP 2 9 1985

° Mr, Lyle Richmond
Chairman
Enviroamental Quality Commission
Office of the Governor
American Samoa Government
Pago Pagc, American Samoca 96799

ear Mr. Richmond: ~

During the recent visit of Danny Collier and myself to
fmerican Samoa we had the opportunity to discuss the star -
Nf the Joint Study. Several issues came up during thess
discussions that I wish to address, The main area that -
wan:w %o address is the apparent difference of inrcerpretac!
on how to determine whether or not violations of the Azor
Samoa water qQuality standards (WQS) exists in Pago Page
" belisve clarification of this matter is vital.

jall

/N
(03
“
“

RN

s

sor .

My understanding of the issue is that two different
rntarpretations exists on determining WQS compliance., One
‘aterpretation is that the ccompliance status of WOS is ascertained
Ly performing the specified statistical analysis on the data
from all the monitoring stations in the inner harbor, outer
hza:bor and transition zone collectively. And the other irnter-
vretation is that the compliance status is determined by consid-
¢ring tne data from each point separately and that the compliance
s-3tus is determined on a point-by-point basis. We maintain
that the second interpretation is the only acceptable and
reasonable way to interpret the WQS. We have several reasons
for holding this view which are discussed below.

The principal difficulty we have with the first interpretation
is that it is fundamentally contrary to the intent and purpcese
:f the WQS. The WQS were developed to designate beneficial uses
ind prescribe standards necessary to maintain those uses for the
"... waters of the Territory ...". The first interpretation has
tne effect of masking localized water quality problems by combining
them with other areas that may have acceptable water quelity,
Thus, although a portion of the harbor is violating WQS while
cthers are in compliance, the result would be that the entire
harbor is erroneously judged to meet WQS. We do not believe
this was, and is, the intent of the WQS, It certainly was not
dur intent in approving the WQS,
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The tirst Interpretation also is 1nconsistent with many
provisions of the WQS. The provisions for granting of mixing
20nes and the associated prohibitions (e.g., not allowed within
500 feet of Goat Island Point) suggests that the WQS are intended
to apply to every point in the harbor. Mixing zones are designed
to provide for localized, alternate standards within the zone
(under stringent conditions) to reflect the physical and practical
realities of treatment technologies. 1In some ways the first
approach would define the entire harbor as a mixing zone, which

1s clearly contrary to the wQs.

I believe some of the confusion over this issue comes
from some of the documents that were prepared during wWQS develop-
ment. These documents describe suggested monitoring programs
and data analyses to evaluate water quality. And in several
pPlaces they Suggest procedures that tend to support the first
interpretation, However, I believe these documents were designed
to serve a purpose other than making specific regulatory
decisions regarding compliance with the WQS. I think the
programs set forth in the documents are useful aids in making
overview evaluations of water quality and providing an information
base for future reviews and revisions of the WOS. But I do not
belicve they were intended or designed for the purpose of making
localized and specific decisicns regarding WQS compliance,
Also, the cocuments are not referenced in the WQS themselves
and would not seem to have any regulatory status,

At this point, I believe it would be useful for the
Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) to consider this matter
and adopt a statement of clarification. I do not think such
a statement should be considered (at least on our part) as a
formal revision to the existing WQS. It would also be useful

Priat. We would be happy to work with You and your staff on
such a statement,

Please contact Danny Collier or myself if you have any
questions or would like to discuss this matter in greater

datzil,
iJycerelyfyours

Norman L. Lovelace
Chief, Office of Territorial Programs
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UNITE "TATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIO' GENCY
APR 5 1985

PLUME Modeling Results for Canneries and the Utulei STP Discharges

Paul Gjording
Environmental Engineer

Ralph Fulgham
Environmental Quality Coordinator, American Samoa Government

The attached computer printouts show the PLUME results for
the canneries and Utulei. Each run synopsizes the input conditions,
and presents the resulting average dilution,

These PLUME runs represent modeling of the following
conditions:

Run # Input Conditions Modeled

1 0,063 cms = 2,2 cfs discharge
16.5 ppt salintiy, 25.,2°C effluent
10" port at 85' depth

Ambient salinity and temperature as recorded in August
1982 at Station 1 in the CH2M Hill "Oceanographic
Studies in Support of American Samoa Wastewater
Facilities Planning™, April 1984,

Represents Star-Kist Samoa discharge
Dilution = 70

2 0.019 cms = 0,43 MGD discharge
0.0 ppt salinity, 26.6°C effluent
6" port at 85' depth

Ambient salinity and temp as in Run #1

Represents Samoa Packing discharge
Dilution = 150

3 0,057 cms = 1,3 MGD discharge
0.0 ppt salinty, 27.8°C effluent
12" port at 140' depth

Ambient salinity and temperature as recorded
on 7/11/79 at Station 10 in the M&E Pacific
"Baseline Water Quality Survey in American
Samoa", October 1979

Represents DPW Utulei discharge
Dilution = 300

sYMBOL w- g ,]

ZiN:ME.'Gm; ...........................................................................................................................

EPA Form 1320.1 (12.70)¥ / OFFICIAL FILE COPY
GPO : 1983 0 - 397-477
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The final diameter of the plume when it reaches the surface 1is
shown under DIA on the printout,

Run # Final Plume diameter (m)
1 9.1
2 8a.22
3 13.25
project number: 290ab
gjording/draft: 04-05

giording/re-draft: 04-05
gjording/final:
harold disk: #1
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FACT SHEET

NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 Star-Kist Samoa

Description of Discharge

The Star-Kist Samoa tuna cannery is located on Tutuila
Island, American Samoa. Process discharges from the cannery
enter Pago Pago Harbor at 14°16'37" South latitude and
170°41'10" West longitude. Storm water discharges enter the
harbor at 14°16'37" South latitude and 170°41'12" West longitude.
The cannery receives whole tuna which is processed into
canned tuna and dried fish meal. Waste streams from this
operation consist mainly of fish waste, fresh water, and sea
water which are treated by the Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF)
process. The DAF sludge is barged to sea for disposal.
Approximately 500 tons of fish are processed per day. The
resultant discharge is 2.08 MGD.

BCT Determination

The Clean Water Act (the Act) requires compliance with
effluent limitations based on the application of Best Con-
ventional Pollutant Control Technology (BCT) no later than
July 1, 1984. On July 9, 1986, EPA published final
effluent guidelines in the Federal Register which set BCT
limits for tuna processing equal to Best Practicable Control
Technology (BPT).

Effluent Limitations

The effluent limits set forth in this permit are based
on BCT as outlined above. 1In addition, the permit imposes
more stringent final and interim limits in order to bring the
discharge into compliance with the Pago Pago Harbor water
quality standards. The BCT limits are based on effluent guide-
lines for tuna processing found at 40 CFR §408 Subpart N.
These guidelines contain limits for total suspended solids
(TSSs), oil and grease (0&G), and pH. The BCT effluent limits
must be met immediately. The interim limits may be met by
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eliminating the high strength press and precooker waste streams
from the effluent. These interim limits for nitrogen and
phosphorus are based on the increased pollutant control
available with waste stream segregation. The interim limits
must be met within 12 months. Final limits for total nitrogen
and total phosphorus are imposed after three years to ensure
that these pollutants do not cause violations of water quality
standards in the receiving waters.

Calculation of Effluent Limits

All waste streams, including dryer scrubber water, boiler
blowdown, and retort cooling water must be treated and discharged
through the process water outfall 001. Waste streams proposed
for discharge from outfall 002 in the permit application contain
small amounts of nitrogen and phosphorus and are not likely to
contribute significantly to aggravated violation of water
quality standards for these parameters if discharged without
treatment. However, the high temperature of these waste streams
would violate the water quality standards for temperature.
Mixing this thermal discharge in the process discharge will
lessen its impact on the receiving water. Storm water may be
discharged through the non-process outfall 002.

Effluent limitations for the process waste discharge
were calculated based on the total flow rates reported in the
permit application:

Max imum Monthly Average

3.7 MGD 2.08 MGD

Technology-Based Limits

BCT limits for TSS and O&G are based on the production
rate applied for by the permittee, and the production-based
factors promulgated in the BPT effluent guidelines for the
tuna processing point source category. These factors are
given as Discharge Limitations in the permit along with mass
limitations based on an estimated production rate of 500 tons
per day. These BCT limits must be met immediately.

Final Limits Based on Water Quality Standards

The Act also requires that the discharge comply with
effluent limitations based on any water quality standards
applicable to the receiving waters. In 1981, the American
Samoa Government adopted, and EPA approved, Water Quality
Standards for American Samoa which contain numerical limits
for pollutant concentrations allowed in the waters of Pago
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Pago Harbor. Water quality limitations for nitrogen, phos-
phorus, and temperature are shown in the following table:

Median not Not to exceed Not to exceed
to exceed given value given value
Parameter given value 10% of the time 2% of the time
Total N (mg/1) 0.20 0.35 0.50
Total P (mg/1) 0.03 0.06 0.09

Temperature shall not exceed 85° F at any time.

The pH range shall be 6.5 to 8.6 and be within 0.2 pH units
of that which would occur naturally.

These limits must be met within three years. Part III.C. of
the permit allows the permit to be reopened and modified to
include new limits if the American Samoa water quality
standards are revised or if the American Samoa Government
grants the permittee a zone of mixing.

Interim Limits

Interim limits are imposed to ensure that progress is
made towards compliance with water quality standards. These
interim limits may be met by the use of DAF treatment and
segregation of high strength press and precooker waters from
the plant effluent for disposal at sea. The "Joint Study
of Fish Cannery Wastewater Effluent Loading Reduction at Pago
Pago Harbor, American Samoa" prepared by CH2M Hill in 1984
discusses this treatment method in depth and strongly suggests
its implementation. It is a simple method which would signif-
icantly improve the water quality of the harbor. Implementation
of this technology is economically reasonable, and results in
a discharge similar to that of tuna processing facilities
which employ a solubles plant to recover oils from the high
strength tuna processing waters. This level of treatment can
be accomplished with simple in-plant control modifications.
Implementation requires modifications to plant waste water
conveyances, which will remove the press and precooker waters
from the DAF influent, construction of new tankage to store
this flow, and use of a waste transport vessel which has adequate
capacity to carry the increased waste volume. These limits
must be met within 12 months of issuance of the permit.

Calculation of Interim Limits

The interim nitrogen limits are based on the elimination
of press and precooker nitrogen loads from the discharge.
The limits are calculated as the reported nitrogen effluent
load less the nitrogen reduction predicted as shown below:
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N Fraction
Effluent Contributed
N Load by Press &
Flow (lbs/day)3 Precooker !
Daily 6,713 0.60
Maximum
Monthly 3,505 0.60
Average
The interim phosphorus limits
P PFraction
Effluent Contributed
P Load by Press &
Flow (1bs/day)3 Precooker !
Daily 1,178 0.60
Max imum
Monthly 685 0.60
Average

Press & Ef fluent

Precooker DAF N

N Load Treatment Reduction
(1bs/day) Efficiency? (lbs/day)

4,028 40% 2,417
2,103 40% 1,262

are calculated similarly:

Press & Effluent

Precooker DAF P

P Load Treatment Reduction

(lbs/day) Efficiency? (lbs/day)
707 40% 424
411 40% 247

(Since DAF treatment removes 40% of all nitrogen and phosphorus
from the waste water, we can expect that a given reduction

of these pollutants to the DAF units would result in an
effluent reduction equal to 60% of the influent reduction.

So,

the incremental nutrient reduction in implementing waste

stream segregation is 60% of the nutrient load of the two

segregated streams.)

The limits are calculated as the reported effluent
loads less the predicted reductions as shown below:

Flow Reported N load3

Predicted
N reduction

Daily Maximum 6,713 1lbs/day

Monthly Ave. 3,505 lbs/day

Flow Reported P load3

2,417 1lbs/day
1,262 lbs/day

Predicted
P reduction

Daily Maximum 1,178 1bs/day

Monthly Ave. 685 1bs/day

424 1lbs/day

247 lbs/day

Nitrogen
Effluent limit

4,300 1lbs/day
2,200 lbs/day

Phosphorus
Effluent limit

750 lbs/day

440 lbs/day
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The interim limits must be met within 12 months of issuance of the
permit.

Schedule of Compliance

The permit's schedule of compliance requires the permittee
to bring the discharges into compliance with water quality
standards within three years. Part I.B.1-3 describes the
steps necessary to reach compliance within three years. The
permit may be reopened and modified to include new effluent
limits based on the results of Part I.B.3.

pH

The effluent limits for pH are based on water quality
standards for Pago Pago Harbor. The 1% pH rule as specified in
40 CFR 401.17 can be applied to these limits as requested in
the permit application since the applicant is required to mon-
itor continuously for pH. These limits must be met immediately.

Storm Water Limits

As explained earlier, the non process flows, such as the
dryer scrubber water, may not be separated from the process
flows. Only storm water may be discharged from Outfall Serial
No. 002. Monitoring requirements for the storm water discharge
002 are based on water quality standards. The limit of 15 mg/1l
0il and grease is imposed to prevent the presence of visible
0il and grease in the receiving water.

Additional Monitoring Requirements

Toxic substances and receiving water monitoring are
required to document the effects on the beneficial uses
of the receiving waters and to determine compliance with
NPDES permit conditions.

The permit requires that the cannery effluent be sampled
and reported twice yearly at Outfall Serial No. 001 and
Outfall Serial No. 002 for cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury
and zinc, toxic substances as contained in Table III, Appendix
D of 40 CFR 122. These could be present in the effluent as a
result of the canmaking and can washing activities associated
with tuna processing. Monitoring is required to ensure
compliance with water quality standards.
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Part I.A.6.b. of the permit also requires the permittee
to continue to participate in the monitoring program in Pago
Pago Harbor established by the American Samoan Government.
This monitoring program is necessary to gather more data on
Pago Pago Harbor, in order to document the effects of the
discharges resulting from in-plant modifications on the
receiving waters. Monitoring is required to determine
compliance with the water quality standards.

Procedures for Decision Making

Notice of the Regional Administrator's intent to issue

this permit is being sent to
as required by regulations at

40 CFR 124.10. Anyone wishing to comment on the proposed
permit may do so in writing for a period of 30 days following
the date of public notice. The comment period may be extended
at the discretion of the Regional Administrator. Comments
should be addressed to:

Madonna Narvaez (W-5-1)
EPA Region 9

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Comments must be received by

Any interested party may request that a public hearing
be held concerning this proposed action. Requests must be in
writing and must be received during the 30 day comment period.

For further information, please contact Madonna Narvaez
at (415) 974-7427.
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BACH SHERET

MPDRE Peymit No. ASQAGONN10 Star-Xist Sampa

Description of Digcharge

The Star-Kist Samoa tuna cannerv is located on Tutuila
ITsland, American famoa. Proceass discharges from the cannery
enter Paqo Paqo Farbor at 14°14'37" South latitude and
170%41'10" West longitude, Storm water Adischarges enter the
harbor at 14°14'317" Sonth latitude and 170°41'12" wWest lonoitude,
The cannery receives whole tuna which is processed into
canned tuna and Adried fish meal., Waste strmams from this
operation consist mainlv of fish waste, fresh water, and sea
water which ars treated hv the niasolved Alr rlotation (DAF)
nrocess, The DAF slodge is harged to sea for disposal.
Approximately 500 tons of fish are processed per day. The
resultant discharge is 2,08 MOD,

BCT Determination

The Clean Water Act (the Act) requires compliance with
af‘lupnf limitations hased on the application of RBest Con-
ventional Pollutant Tontrol Technolegy (RCT) no later than
July 1, 1984, On July 9, 1984, FPA published final
effluent aquidelines in the Federal Reqgister which gset RCT
limits for tuna processing equal to Rest Practicable Control
Technology (RPT).

Fffluent Limitations

The effluent limits set forth ipn this permit are based
on RPCT as outlined above. In addition, the permit imposes
more stringent final and interim limite in order to bring the
discharage into compliance with the Pago Pago Harbor water
aualitv standards. The BROT limits are based on effluent gquide-
lines for tuna processing found at 40 CFp 8408 Subpart M.
These quirfelines contain limits for total susvended solids
(reg), oil and grease (0&C), and pH, The RCT effluent limits
must be met immediatelv. The interim limits may bhe met by
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from the effluent, These interim limite for nitrogen and
vhosphorus are bhased on the increased nollutant control
availahle with waste strsam seqreaation, ‘The interim limits
must he met within 12 months., PFinal limits for total nitrogen
and total rhosphorus are imposed after three vears to ensure
that these pollutante do not cause violations of water quality
standards in the receiving waters,

Calounlation of Fffluent Limits

All waste streams, including drver scrubber water, hoiler
hlowdown, and retort cooling water must he treated and discharged
through the nrocess water outfall 001, Waste streams nroposged
for discharce from outfall 002 in the vermit apnlication contain
small amounts of nitrogen and phosphorus and are not likely to
contriboute gignificantly to agaravated violation of water
gquality standards for these parameters if discharged without
treatment, However, the high temperature of these waste streams
wouls viglate the water quality standards for temmerature,
Mixing this thermal discharae in the proceas discharge will
lessen its impact on the receiving watey, Storm water mav bo
discharged throuah the non-process cutfall 002,

REffluent limitations for the process waste dischargs
were calculated based on the total flow rates reported in the
permit application:

Maximum Monthly Average
3,7 MGD 2.08  wuon

Technoloay-Rasged Lipits

BCT limits for T8S and O&G are hased on the production
rate applied for hv the nermittee, and the production-based
factors promulgated in the PPT offluent quidelines for the
tuna processing noint source categorv. Thegse factors are
aiven as Dhischarqge T.imitations 1n the permit along with nmass
limitations bhased on an estimated nroduction rate of 500 tons
per Aav, Thesge BCT limits must he met immediatelv,

Final Limits Rased on Water OQualitv Standards

The Act also requires that the discharce comply with
effluent limitations based on any water anality standards
avelicable to the receiving waters. Tn 1981, the American
Samoa Government adopted, and ®PA approved, Water Quality
Standards for American Samoa which contain numerical limits
for pollutant concentrations allowed in the waters of Paao
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Tago Harhor, Water qualitv limitations for nitrogen, phos-
nhorus, and ftemperature are shown in the following tahle:

Madian not Mot Lo exceed Hot to exceed
to exceed aiven value given value
Parameter given value 10% of the time 2% of the time

Tatal ¥ {(ma/1) n,2n N,3% .50
Total P (mg/1) n,032 0,06 AN R
Temnarature shall not excoed 85° B oat anv time,

The nH range shall be 6.8 to R.6 and ke within 0.2 o units
nf that which would occur naturallvy,

These limits must be met within three vears., Part 1IL1.C. of
the nermit allows the permit to be veorened and madified to
include new limits if the American Samca water cuality
standards are rveviged cor if the American Samca Tovernment
agrants the permittes a zone of mixina.

Interim Limits

Tnterim limite ere imposed to ensure that proqgress is
made towarAds commliance with water auality standards. These
interim limits may he met by the nse of DAFP treatment and
ceqregation of hiah strenath nress and nrecocker waters from
the rlant effluent for disposal at sea. The “"Joint Study
of fish Cannerv Wastewater Pffluent Toading Reduction at Paco
Pago Harhor, American Samoa" prepared by Cp2w FHill in 1984
Aiscusses this treatment method in depth and stronaly suggests
its imnlementation, It is a simnle method which would signif-
icantly improve the watey rmuality of the harbor. Imnlementation
nf thig technology is economically reasonable, and results in
a discharae simpilar to that of tuna processing facilities
which erplov a solubles nlant to recover oils from the high
strongth tuna nrocessinag waters, This lavel of treatment can
he accomnlished with simple in-nlant contrel medifications,
Implementation requires modifications to nlant wasghe water
convevances, which will remove the press and nrecooker waters
from the DAR inflnent, construction of rpew tankane to gtors
this flow, and use of a waste transport vesgsel which has adequate
cAnacity to carry the increased waste volume, These limits
mugt he met within 12 months of issnance of the nermit.

Calenlation of Interim Limits

The interim nitrogen limits are bhased on the elimination
of prese and rrecoakter pitrogen loads from the discharae,
mhe Yimits avre calenlated as the rveported nitrodgen effluent
load lens the pitragen reduction nredicted as shown helow:
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N Fraction Press & Efflusnt

Effluent Contributed Precooker DAF M

N Ioad hv Press & N Load Treatment R Reduction
Flow (1bs/day)3 Precooker! (lbs/day) Efficiency? (lhs/day)
Daily 6,713 N.A0 £,028 40% 2,417
Max imum
Monthly 3,505 0,60 2,102 40% 1,262

Bverage

The interim phosphorus limits are celculated similarly:

P Praction Press & Tffluent
nffluent Contributed Praecooker DAF P
P Load hy Presg & P Load Treatment Reduction
Flow (1bs/day)3 Precooker’ (lbs/dav) wfficiencv? (1lbs/dav)
Daily 1,178 n_&QO 707 ANE 424
Maximum
Monthly 685 0,60 411 ADS 247

Average

(Since DAF treatment removes 40% of all nitrogen and phosphorus
from the waste water, we can e¥pect that a aiven reduction

of thaege pollutants to the DAV units would result in an
effluent reduction egual to 60% of the influent reduction.

830, the incremental nutrient reducticon in imnlementing waste
stream seareaation is 60% of the nutrient load of the two
segregated streams.)

The limits arve calculatad as the reported effluent
1nads less the predicted reductions as shown helow:

Predicted Mitrogen
rlow reported ¥ loadd ¥ reduction Rffluent limit
Maily Maximum £,713 1bs/day 2,417 1lbs/day 4,300 lhs/day
Monthly Ave. 3,50R lbs/day 1,262 lbs/dav 2,200 lbs/day

Predicted Phosphorus
Flow Renorted P load? P reduction FEfluent limit
Mailv Maximom 1,178 lba/day 424 Tha/dav 750 1lbs/dav
Monthly Ave, £85% 1bhs/day 247 1hs/dav 440 Ihe/dav
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The interim limits must be met within 12 months of issuance of the
permit.

Schedule of Compliance

The permit's schedule of compliance requires the permittee
to bring the discharges into compliance with water guality
standards within three years. Part I.B.1-3 describes the
steps necessary to reach compliance within three years. The
permit may be reopened and modified to include new effluent
limits based on the results of Part I.B.3.

The eftliuent limits for pH are based on water quality
standards for Pago Pago Harbor., The 1% pH rule as specified in
40 CFR 401,17 can be applied to these limits as requested in
the permit application since the applicant is reqguired to mon-
itor continuously for pti. These limits must be met immediately.

Storm Water Limits

As explained carlier, the non process flows, such as the
dryer scrubber water, may not be separated from the process
flows., Only steorm water may be discharged from OQutfall Serial
No. 002, #Monitoring requirements for the storm water discharge
002 are based on water guality standards. The limit of 15 mg/l
0il and grease is imposed to prevent the presence of visible
0oil and grease in the receiving water.

Additional Monitoring Recuirements

Toxic substances and receiving water monitoring are
required to document the effects on the beneficial uses
of the receiving waters and to determine compliance with
NPDES permit conditions.

The permit requires that the cannery effluent be sampled
and reported twice vearly at Outfall Serial No, 001 and
Outtall Serial HNo. 002 for cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury
and zinc, toxic substances as contained in Table III, Appendix
D of 40 CFR 122. These could be present in the effluent as a
result of the canmaking and can washing activities associated
with tuna processing. Monitoring is required to ensure
compliance with water quality standards.



Part T.A.6.b., of the permit also reguires the permittee
to continue to particinate in the monitoring pr ogram in Paqo
Pago Warhor established hy the American Samcan Tovernment.
Thie monitoring program is necessary to aather more data on
Paqo Pago Harbor, in order to document the effects of the
discharqges resulting from in-nlant modifications on the
receiving waters. Monitoring is required to determine
comnliance with the water gualitv standards,

Procedures for Decision Making

Notice of the Reqgional Administrator's intent to issue

this permit is heina sent to

as required bv regulations at
40 CFR 124,10, Anvone wishing to comment on the mropaqu
permit mav 4o sc in writing for a vperiod of 30 davs following
the date of public notice. The comment period may he extended
at the discretion of the Regional Administrator. Conmments
should be addressed to:

Madonna Marvaesz (W-5~1)
EPR Reqion ©

215 Fremcent Street

fan Francisco, CA 04105

Comments must be raceived hy
Any interested partv mav request that a public hearing
be held concerning thies proposed action. Reaguests must bhe in

writing and must be received during the 130 day comment period,

For further information, nlease contact Madonna Narvaerz
at (418) 974-7427.

- 012%
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Permit No. AS0000019

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended, (33 U.S.C. 1251 et. seq.; the "Act"),
Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.

P.O. Box 368

Pago Pago, Tutuila

American Samoa 96799

is authorized to discharge

tuna processing wastewater (discharge 001 at 14° 16' 37" S latitude,
170° 41" 10" W longitude)

storm water (discharge 002 at 14° 16' 37" S latitude,
170° 41' 12" longitude)

from the Star-Kist Samoa Tuna Cannery located at Pago Pago, American
Samoa to receiving waters named Pago Pago Harbor

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and
other conditions set forth in Parts I, II and III hereof.

This permit shall become effective on , 1986,
This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire

at midnight, , 1991,

Signed this day of , 1986

For the Regional Administrator

Director, Water Management Division
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PART I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 2.08 MGD)

1. During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit and lasting
through (12 months), the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial
No. 001 (tuna processing wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified

below:
Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Max imum Average Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (a) (d) - Continuous Continuous
Temperature (°F) (d) 90 - Continuous Continuous

pH (Standard Units) (e) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 Continuous Continuous

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Suspended Solids 3.3 8.3 Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1lbs seafood)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 840 2,100 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 0.84 2.1 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b) (d) (d) (@) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Phosphorus (b) (@) (d) (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1lbs/day)

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.
(d) Reporting required only.

(e) The total time during which the pH values are outside the required range of pH values
shall not exceed 7 hours and 26 minutes in any calendar month; and no individual excursions
from the range of pH values shall exceed 60 minutes.
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PART I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 2.08 MGD)

2. During the period beginning (12 months) and lasting through (3 years), the permit-
tee is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial No. 001 (tuna processing
wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified

below:
Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Maximum Average Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (d) (a) - Continuous Continuous
Temperature (°F) (d) 90 - Continuous Continuous

pH (Standard Units) (e) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 Continuous Continuous

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Suspended Solids 3.3 8.3 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 840 2,100 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a) (b) 0.84 2.1 - Twice weekly Calculated
{1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b) 2,200 4,300 (4) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Phosphorus (b) 440 750 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.
(d) Reporting required only.

(e) The total time during which the pH values are outside the required range of pH values
shall not exceed 7 hours and 26 minutes in any calendar month; and no individual excursions
from the range of pH values shall exceed 60 minutes. 0 1 3 1
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PART I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 2.08 MGD)

3. During the period beginning with (3 years) and lasting through (five years),
the permittee is authorized to discharge from Cutfall Serial No. 001 (tuna
processing wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified

below:
Discharge Limitations Monitoring Reguirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Maximum Average Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (d) (d) - Continuous Continuous
Temperature (°F) (@) 85 - Continuous Continuous

pH (Standard Units) (e) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 Continuous Continuous

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (4) Twice weekly Composite

(1bs/day)

Total Suspended Solids 3.3 8.3 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1lbs seafood)

0il and Grease (a) (b) 840 2,100 (d) Twice weekly Composite

(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a) (b) 0.84 2.1 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 lbs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b)(c) - - 0.20 Twice weekly Composite

Total Phosphorus (b)(c) - - 0.03 Twice weekly Composite

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in requlations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.
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(c) Median monthly value may not exceed the given limitation. In addition, 10% of
the sample results obtained during the month may not exceed 0.35 mg/1 for total

nitrogen, or 0.06 mg/1 for total phosphorus.
(d) Reporting required only.

(e) The total time during which the pH values are outside the required range of pH
values shall not exceed 7 hours and 26 minutes in any calendar month; and no individual
excursions from the range of pH values shall exceed 60 minutes.
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PART 1
A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
4, During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit and lasting
through (five years), the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall
Serial No. 002 (storm water).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified

below:
Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Max imum Average Frequency Type
Temperature (°F) - - 85 Twice Monthly Composite
Turbidity (NTU) (c) - - 0.75 Twice Monthly Composite
0il and Grease (a)(b) - - 15 Twice Monthly Composite

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.

(c) Median monthly value may not exceed the given limitation. In addition, 10% of the
sample results obtained during the month may not exceed 1.0 NTU for turbidity.
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During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit
and lasting through (five years), the discharges from Outfall
Serial No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002 shall also be limited as follows:

a. There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam
in other than trace amounts.

b. Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified
above shall be taken at the discharge of Outfall Serial No. 001 and
Outfall Serial No. 002. Effluent samples shall be taken downstream from
the treatment works prior to mixing with the receiving waters.

c. There shall be no discharge of toxic substances that violate the water
quality standards for the Territory of American Samoa.

d. The discharge shall not cause objectionable odors at the surface of the
receiving waters.

6. Toxic Substance Monitoring Program
During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit and
lasting through (five years), the discharges from Outfall Serial No. 001 and
Outfall Serial No. 002 shall also be monitored as follows:
Cannery effluent shall be sampled and reported twice yearly at the
discharges of Outfall Serial No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002 for
cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, and zinc.
7. Receiving Water Monitoring Program
The permittee, jointly with Samoa Packing Company (NPDES permit No. AS0000027),
shall perform or cause to be performed, the following receiving water monitoring
program established in Pago Pago Harbor.
Sample
Parameter Units Stations* Frequency Type
Temperature °C 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
pH Standard Units 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Dissolved Oxygen mg/L 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Suspended Solids mg/L 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Light Penetration ft 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Turbidity NTU 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Salinity ppt 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Total Nitrogen ug/L 5-13 Quarterly Discrete
Total Phosphorus ug/L 5-13 Quarterly Discrete

0135



*

PART I
Page 8 of 23
Permit No. AS0000019

The station locations shall be the historical stations designated by
the American Samoa Environmental Protection Agency. These measurements
shall be taken at 3- foot and 60-foot depths with the exception of
Station 13 where measurements shall be taken at the 3-foot and 30-foot
depths.

8. Quality Assurance/Quality Control

All waste material sampling procedures, analytical protocols, and quality
assurance/quality control procedures shall be performed in accordance with
guidelines specified by EPA Region 9. The following references shall be
used by the permittee where appropriate:

Ae.

b.

EPA, 40 CFR 136, Guidelines Establishing Test Procedures for the Analysis
of Pollutants Under the Clean Water Act;

Tetra Tech, Inc. 1985. Summary of U.S. EPA-approved methods, standard
methods and other guidance for 301(h) monitoring variables. Final
program document prepared for the Marine Operations Division, Office of
Marine and Estuarine Protection, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
EPA Contract No. 68-01-693, Tetra Tech, Inc., Bellevue, Wa.; and

Tetra Tech, Inc. 1986. Quality assurance and quality control guidance
for 301(h) monitoring programs. Final program document prepared for
document prepared for the Marine Operations Division, Office of Marine
and Estuarine Protection, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. EPA
Contract No. 68-01-3968, Tetra Tech, Inc., Bellevue, Wa.
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B. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

1.

The permittee shall submit a report to EPA and the American Samoa
Government (ASG) which describes and evaluates the alternatives for
achieving compliance with the water gquality standards of American Samoa.
The alternatives shall be those chosen by the permittee in consultation
with the ASG and capable of achieving compliance with the water quality
standards within three years of the effective date of this permit. The
selection of alternatives shall reflect any decision made by the ASG on
the permittee's pending application for a mixing zone under paragraph V.B
of the water quality standards and may also assume, with the concurrence
of the ASG, technical modifications to paragraph V.B.g. of the water
quality standards regarding methodology for calculating mixing zones as
they may relate to consideration of far field dilution. The report shall
be submitted no later than six months after the effective date of this
permit.

The permittee shall select one of the alternatives described in the report
to completed in I.B.l and submit a schedule of implementation to EPA and
ASG. The schedule shall specify, at a minimum:

a. The chosen alternative.

b. The date by which the permittee will apply to the ASG for a mixing
zone, if a mixing zone would be needed to achieve compliance with the
water quality standards.

c. The date by which any necessary facility modifications and/or new
facility construction will be commenced.

d. The date by which the chosen alternative will be fully operational.

The schedule must be approved by both the EPA and ASG. Upon such approval,
and notice and opportunity for public comment, the permit shall be reopened
and modified to include schedule and the dates contained therein to bring the
discharges into compliance with applicable water quality standards. The
schedule shall be submitted no later than 12 months after the effective

date of this pemmit.
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4. The permittee shall comply with effluent limitations and conditions
established in Parts I.A. and I.B.l1.-I.B.3. in accordance with the
following schedule of compliance.

The permittee shall:

Ae

b.

Achieve compliance with the effluent limits established in Parts I.A.l.,
I.A.4., and I.A.5. upon the effective date of this permit.

Submit a report to EPA and Government of Samoa describing and
evaluating alternatives for achieving within three years compliance
with the water quality standards of American Samoa.....(6 mo + 14 days)

Achieve compliance with the effluent limits established
in Part I.A.2. by...‘......00..'..............'...O......O‘.(lzmonths)

Submit a report to EPA and Government of American Samoa confirming
compliance with the Part I.A.2. effluent limits by....(12 mo + 14 days)

submit a schedule of implementation of the alternative selected in Part
T.A.7 to EPA and Government of American SamOd.........(12 mo + 14 days)

Submit a report to EPA and Government of American Samoa which evaluates
progress towards achieving compliance with effluent limits necessary
for achieving water quality standards set forth in Part I.A.3.

DY esoessoessosssscsssssssscsssscssacscsssscscsssseses(2 years + 14 days)

Achieve compliance with the effluent limits necessary for achieving
water quality standards set forth in Part I.A.3. by.ecceeceesso(3 years)

Submit a report to EPA and Government of American Samoa confirming

compliance with the effluent limits necessary for achieving water
quality standards set forth in Part I.A.3. by.......(3 years + 14 days)
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C. MONITORING AND RECORDS

1.

Representative Sampling

Samples and measurements taken as required herein shall be repre-
sentative of the volume and nature of the monitored discharge.

Monitoring Procedures

Monitoring must be conducted according to test procedures approved
under 40 CFR Part 136, unless other test procedures have been
specified in this permit.

Penalties for Tampering

The Act provides that any person who falsifies, tampers with, or
knowingly renders inaccurate any monitoring device or method required
to be maintained under this permit shall, upon conviction, be punished
by a fine of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment
for not more than 6 months per violation, or by both.

Reporting of Monitoring Results

Monitoring results obtained during the previous 3 months shall be
summarized for each month and submitted quarterly on forms to be
supplied by the Regional Administrator, to the extent that the
information reported may be entered on the forms. The results of
all monitoring required by this permit shall be submitted in such
a format as to allow direct comparison with the limitations and
requirements of this permit. Unless otherwise specified, discharge
flows shall be reported in terms of the average flow over each 30-
day period and the maximum daily flow over that 30-day period.
Monitoring reports shall be postmarked no later than the 28th day
of the month following the completed reporting period. The
first report is due on

Signed copies of these, and all other reports
required herein, shall be submitted to the Regional Administrator
and the Government of American Samoa at the following address:

Regional Administrator Executive Secretary
Environmental Protection Agency Environmental Quality Commission
Region 9, Attn: W-1-1 Government of American Samoa

215 Fremont Street Tutuila, Pago Pago

San Francisco, CA 94105 American Samoa 96920
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Definitions

a. The "monthly average" discharge means the total discharge by weight

during a calendar month divided by the number of days in the
month that the production or commercial facility was operating.
Where less than daily sampling is required by this permit, the
monthly average discharge shall be determined by the summation of
all the measured daily discharges by weight divided by the number
of days during the calendar month when the measurements were
made.

b. The "daily maximum" discharge means the total discharge by weight
during any calendar day.

c. A "discrete" sample means any individual sample collected in
less than 15 minutes.

d. A "comwposite sample" means a combination of no fewer than eight
individual samples obtained at equal time intervals over the
production period of the day of sampling. The volume of each
individual sample shall be proportional to the discharge flow
rate at the time of sampling.

e. "Seafood" means the raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be processed, in the form in
which it is received at the processing plant.

Additional Monitoring by the Permittee

If the permittee monitors any pollutant more frequently than re-
quired by this permit, using test procedures approved under 40 CFR
Part 136 or as specified in the permit, the results of such moni-
toring shall be included in the calculation and reporting of the
data submitted in the DMR.

Averaging of Measurements

Calculations for all limitations which require averaging of measure-
ments shall utilize an arithmetic mean unless otherwise specified
by the Regional Administrator in the permit.

Intermittent Discharge Monitoring

If the discharge is intermittent rather than continuous, then on the
first day of each such intermittent discharge, the permittee shall
monitor and record data for all the characteristics listed in the
monitoring requirements, after which the frequencies of analysis
listed in the monitoring requirements shall apply for the duration
of each such intermittent discharge. In no event shall the permit-
tee be required to monitor and record data more often than twice

the frequencies listed in the monitoring requirements.
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Monitoring Modification

Monitoring, analytical, and reporting requirements may be modified
by the Regional Administrator upon due notice.

Retention of Records

The permittee shall retain records of all monitoring information,

including all calibration and maintenance records and all original

strip chart recordings for continuous monitoring instrumentation,

and copies of all reports required by this permit for a period of

at least three (3) years from the date of the sample, measurement,

or report. This period may be extended by request of the Regional

Administrator at any time.

Records Content

Records of monitoring information shall include:

a. The date, place, and time of sampling or measurements;

b. The individual(s) who performed the sampling or measurements;

c. The date(s) analyses were performed;

d. The individual(s) who performed the analyses;

e. The analytical techniques or methods used; and

f. The results of such analyses.

Inspection and Entry

The permittee shall allow the Regional Administrator, or the

Executive Secretary, or an authorized representative, upon the

presentation of credentials and other documents as may be required

by law, to:

a. Enter upon the permittee's premises where a regulated facility
or activity is located or conducted, or where records must be

kept under the conditions of this permit;

b. Have access to and ccpy, at reasonable times, any records that
must be kept under the conditions of this permit;

c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment (including
monitoring and control equipment), practices, or operations
requlated or required under this permit; and

d. Sample or monitor at reasonable times, for the purposes of
assuring permit compliance or as otherwise authorized by the
Act, any substances or parameters at any location. If samples
are taken, the permittee shall be given split samples upon

request.
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D. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1.

2.

Anticipated Noncompliance

The permittee shall give advance notice to the Regional
Administrator of any planned changes in the permitted facility
or activity which may result in noncompliancw with permit
requirements.

Compliance Reports

Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports
on, interim and final requirements contained in any compliance
schedule of this permit shall be submitted no later than 14 days
following each schedule date.

Monitoring Reports

Monitoring results shall be reported at the intervals specified
in Part I.C.4. of this permit.

Twenty-Four Hour Reporting of Noncompliance

The permittee shall report any noncompliance which may endanger
health or the environment. Any information shall be provided
orally within 24 hours from the time the permittee becomes

aware of the circumstances. A written submission shall also be
provided within 5 days of the time the permittee becomes aware
of the circumstances. The written submission shall contain a
description of the noncompliance and its cause; the period of
noncompliance, including dates and times, and, if the noncompli-
ance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is expected
to continue; and steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate,
and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance.

The following shall be included as information which must be
reported within 24 hours:

a. Any unanticipated bypass which exceeds any effluent limitation
in the permit;

b. Any upset which exceeds any effluent limitation in the
permit; and

c. Violation of a maximum daily discharge limitation for any
toxic pollutant or hazardous substance, or any pollutant
specifically identified as the method to control a toxic
pollutant or hazardous substance, listed as such by the
Regional Administrator in the permit to be reported within
24 hours.
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Other Noncompliance

The permittee shall report all instances of noncompliance not
reported under Part I.D.4. at the time monitoring reports are
submitted. The reports shall contain the information listed in
Part I.D.4.

Signatory Requirements

Ae

Applications. All permit applications shall be signed

as follows:

(1)

(2)

(3)

For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer.
For the purposes of this section, a responsible corporate
officer means (a) a president, secretary, treasurer, or
vice-president of the corporation in charge of a princi-
pal business function, or any other person who performs
similar policy-~ or decision-making functions for the
corporation, or (b) the manager cf one or more manu-
facturing, production, or operating facilities employing
more than 250 persons or having gross annual sales or
expenditures exceeding $25 million (in second-guarter
1980 dollars), if authority to sign documents has been
assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with
corporate procedures.

For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general
partner or proprietor, respectively; or

For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency:
by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected
official. For purposes of this section, a principal
executive officer of a Federal agency includes (a) the
chief executive officer of the agency, or (b) a senior
executive officer having responsibility for the overall
operations of a principal geographic unit of the agency
(e.g., Regional Administrators of EPA).

Reports. All reports required by permits and other information
requested by the Regional Administrator shall be signed by a
person described in paragraph a. of this section, or by a duly
authorized representative of that person. A person is a duly
authorized representative only if:

(1)

(2)

The authorization is made in writing by a person described
in paragraph a. of this section;

The authorization specifies either an individual or a
position having responsibility for the overall operation

of the regulated facility or activity, such as the position
of plant manager, operator of a well or a well field,
superintendent, or position of equivalent responsibility.
(A duly authorized representative may thus be either a
named individual or any individual occupying a named

position.) and . 2
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(3) The written authorization is submitted to the Regional
Administrator.

c. Changes to authorization. If an authorization under para-
graph b. of this section is no longer accurate because a
different individual or position has responsibility for the
overall operation of the facility, a new authorization
satisfying the requirements of paragraph b. of this section
must be submitted to the Regional Administrator prior to or
together with any reports, information, or applications to
be signed by an authorized representative.

d. Certification. Any person signing a document under paragraphs
a. or b. of this section shall make the following certification:

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and
all attachments were prepared under my direction or super-
vision in accordance with a system designed to assure
that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate

the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the
person or persons who manage the system, or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that
there are significant penalties for submitting false
information, including the possibility of fine and im-
prisonment for knowing violations."

Duty to Provide Information

The permittee shall furnish to the Regional Administrator, within

a reasonable time, any information which the Regional Administrator
may request to determine whether cause exists for modifying,
revoking and reissuing, or terminating this permit or to determine
compliance with this permit. The permittee shall also furnish to
the Regional Administrator upon request, copies of records required
to be kept by this permit.

Availability of Reports

Except for data determined to be confidential under 40 CFR Part 2,
all reports prepared in accordance with the terms of this permit
shall be available for public inspection at the offices of the
Regional Administrator. As required by the Act, permit applications,
permits, and effluent data shall not be considered confidential.
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9. Penalties for Falsification of Reports

The Act provides that any person who knowingly makes any false
statement, representation, or certification in any record or
other document submitted or required to be maintained under

this permit, including monitoring reports or reports of compliance
or noncompliance shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine

of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment for
not more than 6 months per violation, or by both.

10. Planned Changes

The permittee shall give notice to the Director as soon as possible
of any planned physical alterations or additions to the permitted
facility. Notice is required only when:

a. The alteration or addition to the permitted facility may meet
one of the criteria for determining whether a facility is a
new source in 40 CFR § 122.29 (b); or

b. The alteration or addition could significantly change the
nature or increase the quantity of pollutants discharged.
This notification applies to pollutants which are subject
neither to effluent limitations in the permit, nor to notification
requirements under 40 CFR § 122.42 (a)(1).
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PART II
Page 18 of 23
Permit No. AS0000019

A. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF POLLUTION CONTROLS

1.

Proper Operation and Maintenance

The permittee shall at all times properly operate and maintain

all facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related
appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to
achieve compliance with the conditions of this permit. Proper
operation and maintenance also includes adequate laboratory controls
and appropriate quality assurance procedures. This provision
requires the operation of backup or auxilliary facilities or similar
systems which are installed by the permittee only when the operation
is necessary to achieve compliance with the conditions of the permit.

Need to Halt or Reduce Not a Defense

It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action
that it would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted
activity in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of
this permit.

Bypass of Treatment Facilities
a. Definitions

(1) "Bypass" means the intentional diversion of waste streams
from any portion of a treatment facility.

(2) "Severe property damage" means substantial physical
damage to property, damage to the treatment facilities
which causes them to become inoperable, or substantial
and permanent loss of natural resources which are
reasonably expected to occur in the absence of a
bypass. Severe property damage does not mean economic
loss caused by delays in production.

b. Bypass not exceeding limitations

The permittees may allow any bypass to occur which does not
cause effluent limitations to be exceeded, but only if it
also is for essential maintenance to assure efficient
operation. These bypasses are not subject to the provisions
of paragraphs c. and d. of this section.
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PART II
Page 19 of 23
Permit No. AS0000019

¢c. Notice

(1) Anticipated bypass. If the permittee knows in advance of
the need for a bypass, he shall submit prior notice, if
possible, at least 10 days before the date of the bypass.

(2) Unanticipated bypass. The permittee shall submit notice
of an unanticipated bypass as required in Part I.D.4.
(24-hour notice).

d. Prohibition of bypass

(1) Bypass is prohibited, and the Regional Administrator may
take enforcement action against the permittee for bypass,
unless:

(a) Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal
injury, or severe property damage;

(b) There were no feasible alternatives to the bypass,
such as the use of auxilliary treatment facilities,
retention of untreated wastes, or maintenance during
normal periods of equipment downtime. This condition
is not satisfied if adequate backup equipment should
have been installed in the exercise of reasonable
engineering judgment to prevent a bypass which occurred
during normal periods of equipment downtime or preventive
maintenance; and

(c) The permittee submitted notices as required under
paragraph c. of this section.

(2) The Regional Administrator may approve an anticipated
bypass, after considering its adverse effects, if he
determines that it will meet the three conditions listed
above in paragraph d.(1) of this section.

4, Upset Conditions
a. Definition

"Upset" means an exceptional incident in which there is unin-
tentional and temporary noncompliance with technology-based
permit effluent limitations because of factors beyond the
reasonable control of the permittee. An upset does not include
noncompliance to the extent caused by operational error, im-
properly designed treatment facilities, inadequate treatment
facilities, lack of preventive maintenance, or careless or
improper operation.
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b. Effect of an upset

An upset constitutes an affirmative defense to an action brought
for noncompliance with such technology-based permit effluent
Limitations if the requirements of paragraph c of this section
are met. No determination made during administrative review

of claims that noncompliance was caused by an upset, and before
an action for noncompliance, is final administrative action
subject to judicial review.

c. Conditions necessary for a demonstration of upset

A permittee who wishes to establish the affirmative defense of
upset shall demonstrate, through properly signed, contemporaneous
operating logs, or other relevant evidence that:

(1) An upset occurred and that the permittee can identify the
the specific cause(s) of the upset;

(2) The permitted facility was at the time being properly
operated;

(3) The permittee submitted notice of the upset as required
in Part I.D.4. (24-hour notice); and

(4) The permittee complied with any remedial measures
required under Part II.B.4. (duty to mitigate).

d. Burden of proof

In any enforcement proceeding the permittee seeking to
establish the occurrence of an upset has the burden of proof.

Removed Substances

Solids, sludges, filter backwash, or other pollutants removed in
the course of treatment or control of wastewaters shall be disposed
of in a manner such as to prevent any pollutant from such materials
from entering navigable waters.

B. GENERAL CONDITIIONS

1.

Duty to Comply

The permittee must comply with all conditions of this permit.
Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation of the Act and
is grounds for enforcement action; for permit termination, revo-
cation and reissuance, or modification; or denial of a permit
renewal application.
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PART II
Page 21 of 23
Permit No. AS0000019

puty to Comply with Toxic Effluent Standards

The permittee shall comply with effluent standards or prohibitions
established under section 307(a) of the Act for toxic pollutants
within the time provided in the regulations that establish these
standards or prohibitions, even if the permit has not yet been
modified to incorporate the requirement.

Penalties for Violation of Permit Conditions

The Act provides that any person who violates a permit condition
nnplement1nq sections 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the
Act is subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day of
such violation. Any person who willfully or negligently violates
permit conditions implementing sections 301, 302, 306, 307, or 308
of the Act is subject to a fine of not less than $2, 500 nor more
than $25,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment for not
more than one year, or both.

Puty to Mitigate

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize or prevent
any discharge in violation of this permit which has a reasonable
likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the environment.

Permit Actions

This permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated
for cause. Ihe filing of a request by the permittee for a permit
wodification, revocation and reissuance, or temmination, or notifi-
cation of planned changes and anticipated noncompliance, does not
stay any permit condition.

Toxic Pollutants

Notwithstanding Part II.B.5. above, if a toxic effluent standard

or prohibition (including any schedule of compliance specified in
such effluent standard or prohibition) is established under Section
307(a) of the Act for a toxic pollutant which is present in the
discharge and such standard or prohlbltlon is more stringent than
any limitation for such pollutant in this permlt, this permit

shall be revoked and reissued or modified in accordance with the
toxic effluent standard or prohibition and the permittee so notified.

Transfers

This permit is not transferable to any person except after notice
to the Regional Administrator. The Regional Administrator may
require modification or revocation and reissuance of the permit to
change the name of the permittee and incorporate such other
requirements as may be necessary under the Act.
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PART II
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Transfer of Ownership or Control

In the event of any change in control or ownership of facilities
from which the authorized discharges emanate, the permittee
shall notify the succeeding owner or controller of the existence
of this permit by letter, a copy of which shall be forwarded to
the Regional Adminstrator.

Civil and Criminal Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions on "Bypasses" (Part II.A.3.)
and "Upsets" (Part IT.A.4.), nothing in this permit shall be construed
to relieve the permittee from civil or criminal penalties for
noncompliance.

0il and Hazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the insti-
tution of any legal action or relieve the permittee from any
responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the
permittee is or may be subject under section 311 of the Act.

State Laws

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution
of any legal action or relieve the operator from any responsiblities,
liabilities, or penalties established pursuant to any applicable
State law or regulation under authority preserved by Section 510

of the Act.

Property Rights

The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights of
any sort, or any exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any
injury to private property, or any invasion of personal rights,

nor any infringement of Federal, State, or local laws or regulations.

Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if any provision
of this permit, or the application of any provision of this permit
to any circumstance, is held invalid, the application of such
provision to other circumstances, and the remainder of this permit,
shall not he affected thereby.
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PART III

A.

REAPPLICATION

If the permittee desires to continue an activity regulated by this permit
after the expiration of the permit, the permittee must apply for and
obtain a new permit.

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

The permittee must notify the Regional Administrator as soon as they
know or have reason to helieve:

(1) That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result
in the discharge of any toxic pollutant which is not limited in the
permit, if that discharge will exceed the highest of the following
"notification levels":

(a) One hundred micrograms per liter (100 ug/l);

(b) Two hundred micrograms per liter (200 ug/l) for acrolein and
acrylonitrile; five hundred micrograms per liter (500 ug/1) for 2,4-
dinitrophenol and for 2-methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol; and one milligram per
liter (1 mg/l) for antimony;

(c) Five (5) times the maximum concentration value reported for that
pollutant in the permit application in accordance with §122.21 (g)(9).

REOPENER

After notice and opportunity for public comment, this permit may be modified,
suspended, or revoked in whole or in part during its term for cause including,
but not limited to, the following:

a. Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit;

b. The Government of American Samoa granting a zone of mixing;

c. The results of the study, alternative, and schedule required in Part I; or
d. Revisions to the American Samoa Water Quality Standards, including, but

not limited to, revisions to the methodology used to determine compliance
with water quality standards.
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UNITED 5. ATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION. :INCY

August 15, 1986
Samoa News Ltd.
P.0O. Box 57
Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799

Attn: Legal Advertisement Section
Dear Sir:

Enclosed is a copy of a public notice of a proposed action
by the Environmental Protection Agency for:
Star-Kist Foods, Inc, and Samoa Packing Company, Inc.
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) Permits
Public Notice No. AS-86~1-W

Please schedule the enclosed public notice to appear in
the Classified Advertisement, Legal Notice section, of your
newspaper on Thursday, August 28, 1986 and for one time only.

The procedure for the reguest of payment is outlined in the
attached advertising order form., Upon issuance of the public
notice in your newspaper, nlease provide our office with two
affidavits or proofs of publication. The two affidavits and
a copy of the advertising order should be sent to the letterbead
address, attention: Financial Management Office, P-4.

If you have any questions in this matter nlease call me at
(415) 974-9526 or Danny Collier at (415) 974-7432.

Sincerely,

Patrick Chan
Permits and Pretreatment Section
Water Management Division

« 0152

Pati Faiai, Fnvironmental OQuality Commission
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. September 1973

® 2°TreasBry FRM 2000 Standard Foiy, 0. 1143

ADVERTISING ORDER

oy

ORDER NUMBM

DEPARTMENT OR ESTABLISHMENT, BUREAU OR OFFICE

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9

DATE

The publisher of the publication named below is authorized to
publish the enclosed advertisement according to the schedule
below provided the rates are not in excess of the commercial rates

charged to private individuals with the usual discounts. It is to be
set solid, without paragraphing, and without any display in the
heading unless otherwise expressly authorized in the specifications.

NAME OF THE PUBLICATION ADVERTISED IN

Samoa News Ltd., P.O. Box 57, Pago Padgo, American Samoa, 96799

SUBJECT OF ADVERTISEMENT
Public Notice No. GU-86-4-W

EDIT?)N OF PAPER ADVERTISEMENT APPEARED
N/A

NUMBER OF TIMES ADVERTISEMENT APPEARED
One Time Only

DATE(s) ADVERTISEMENT APPEARED
August 28, 1936

SPECIFICATIONS FOR ADVERTISEMENT

PLEASE NOTE: PAYMENT CANNOT BE MADE UNTIL THE BACK OF THIS FORM IS COMPLETED.
ALSO SUBMIT TWO (2) COPIES OF AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION.

If you have any questions please call Patrick Chan at (415) 974-9256.

COPY FOR ADVERTISEMENT
SEE ATTACHFED.

Accounting Data

'’ DN | ORDER NO. | ACCT. NO.
CC10-14 £ CC15-20  § CC21-30 | CC31-40 oC ESTIMATED COST f FC
0501 mes @80; ea43095.000] 254 $200.00 | ¥
AUTHORITY TO ADVERTISE INSTRUMENT OF ASSIGNMENT
NUMBER NUMBER
EPA Order 1210.5a N/A
DATE DATE
- December 13, 1973 N/A
SIGNATURE ‘OF AUTHORIZING OFFICIAL TITLE .
R Chief, Support Service Branch

INSTRUCTIONS TO PUBLISHERS

Extreme care should be exercised to insure that the specifica-
tions for advertising to be set other than solid be definite, clear,
and specific since no allowance will be made for paragraphing or
for display or leaded or prominent headings, unless specifically
ordered, or for additional space required by the use of type other
than that specified. Specifications for advertising other than solid
and the advertisement copy submitted to the publisher will be
attached to the voucher. The following is a sample of solid line
advertisement set up in accordance with the usual Government
requirements.

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS & TRAFFIC,
D.C. Bids are requested for first spring 1966 ce-
ment concrete repair contract, including inci.
denta] work, Washington, D.C.. Invitation No.
C-6576-H, consisting of 11,000 sq. yds. PCC Class
BB sidewalk repair and 2,000 cu. yds. PCC Class
A pavement, alley, & driveway repair, both cut
repairs only. Bidding material available from the
Procurement Officer, D.C. Sealed bids to be opened
in the Procurement Office at $:00 p.m,
November 1§, 1965.

1143-107

Your bill for this advertising order should be submitted on the
“Public Voucher for Advertising’’ form, which is printed on the
reverse of this form, immediately after the last publication of the
advertisement. If copies of the printed advertisement are not avail-
able, complete the affidavit provided on the voucher. Submit the
voucher and a copy of the printed advertisementto p................._..

U.S. Envirommental Protection Agency

Financial Management Office (P-4)
215 Fremont Street, San Francisco, CA 94105
IMPORTANT

Charges for advertising when a cut, matrix, stereotype or electro-
type is furnished will be based on actual space used and no allow-
ance will be made for shrinkage.

In no case shall the advertisement extend beyond the date and
edition stated in this order.

'
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PUi* "> VOUCHER FOR ADVERTISING

For Agency Useé Only ~

DEPARTMENT OR ESTABLISHMENTT"NEUREAU OR OFFICE

VOUCHER NUMBER

PLACE VOUCHER PREPARED

DATE PREPARED

SCHEDULE NUMBER

NAME OF PUBLICATION

NAME OF PUBLISHER OR REPRESENTATIVE

ADDRESS (Street, room number, city, State, and ZIP code)

PAID BY

CHARGES

TYPEFACE

(size of type)
POINT PER

(inch, square, word, or folio)

Line Rates

inch, square, word, folio)

NUMBER ?prES (Indioate COST PER LINE TOTAL COST
FIRST INSERTION $ s
(A;R,DEIT'!‘%I:‘ABLE'I‘NS‘ERTIONS :
TOTAL $
NUMBER OF UNITS (Indicate COST PER UNIT TOTAL COST

FIRST INSERTION

ADDITIONAL INSERTIONS
GIVE NUMBER p

Other Rates

TOTAL

Attach one copy of advertisement (including upper and lower rules) to each
copy of voucher here. If copy is not available sign the following affidavit.

TOTAL LINE RATES
AND OTHER RATES

LESS DISCOUNT QZ’

BALANCE DUE

VERIFIED (Initials)

AFFIDAVIT

This represents a true billing for the attached advertising order, with specifications and copy, which has been completed.

SIGNATURE OF PUBLISHER OR REPRESENTATIVE

TITLE

DATE

FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

ADVERTISEMENT PUBLISHED IN

DATE PUBLISHED

payment.

| certify that the advertisement described above appeared in the named publication and that this acco

unt is correct and eligible for

SIGNATURE AND TITLE OF CERTIFYING OFFICER

DATE

SIGNATURE AND TITLE OF AUTHORIZING OFFICER

DATE

ACCOUNTING CLASSIFICATION

PAID BY CHECK NUMBER

1 if the ability to certify and authority to approve are combined in one person enter “N/A" (mot applicable) here.

YXU. S.GP0:1977-0-241-530/3320
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JOINT NOTICE OF PROPOSED ACTION

by the

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Environmental Quality Commission
Region 9 American Samoa Government
215 Fremont Street Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
San Francisco, CA 94105
Contact Person: Danny Collier (W-1-1) Contact Person: Pati Faiai

Telephone: (415) 974-7432
On Applications for National Pollutant On Applicatons for Certification for
Discharge Elimination System Permits to Compliance with Applicable Effluent
Discharge Pollutants to Waters of the Limitations and Appropriate Requirements
United States of Territory Law

Public Notice No. GU~-86-4-W
& 9 BUG 1986

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 9, San Francisco, California
and the American Samoa Environmental Quality Commission, Pago Pago, American Samoa
are jointly issuing the following notice of proposed action under the Clean Water Act.

The Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco, California, has received
complete applications for National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permits and has prepared tentative determinations regarding the permits.

On the basis of preliminary review of the requirements of the Clean Water Act as
amended, and implementing regulations, the Regional Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 9, proposes to issue NPDES permits to discharge to the
following applicants, subject to certain effluent limitations and special conditions:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. and Samoa Packing Company, Inc.

P.0. Box 368 P.O. Box 957

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799 Pago Pago, American Samoca 96799
NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 NPDES Permit No. AS0000027

Star-Kist Samoa and Samoa Packing Company operate tuna canneries on Tutuila
Island, American Samoa. The canneries receive whole tuna which is processed into
canned tuna and dried fish meal. Waste streams from these canneries consist
mainly of fish waste, fresh water, and sea water which are treated by the Dissolved
Air Flotation (DAF) process. The process waste streams from both canneries are
discharged into Pago Pago Harbor.

Under proposed permit conditions, both canneries are required to meet proposed
interim and final effluent limits for temperature, suspended solids, oil and
grease, pH, nitrogen and phosphous.
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- Page 2 -

The proposed permits require that both canneries shall meet stringent final
effluent limits that are based on American Samoa Water Quality Standards for
Pago Pago Harbor.

The ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS for the DRAFT PERMITS, which includes the
APPLIATIONS, DRAFT PERMITS, FACT SHEETS, and all data sent by the applicants
for the PERMITS, are availabe for public inspection. The ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS
may be viewed Monday through Friday fram 9:00 A.M. until 4:00 P.M. at the EPA
address below. A copy of these documents may be obtained by calling Patrick
Chan, Permit Records Controller at (415) 974-9526 or by writing to:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
Attn: Patrick Chan, PRC (W-5-1)

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

All comments upon or objections to the DRAFT PERMITS and requests for a
PUBLIC HEARING, pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12, must be sent or delivered in writing
to Patrick Chan at the address shown above within 30 days of the date of this
notice. An extension of the 30 day comment period may be granted if the
request for an extension adequately explains why more time is required to
prepare comments. '

A Copy of the applications, draft permits and fact sheets is also available
for public review Monday through Friday from 8:00 A.M. to 4:00 P.M. at the
following office:

Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoa Government
Pago Pago, American Samon 96799

Contact Person: Pati Faiai

The Envirormental Quality Commission is reviewing the DRAFT PERMITS and
may:

1. certify the DRAFT PERMITS without comment; or

2. certify the DRAFT PERMITS and impose conditions more stringent than
those contained therein; or

3. deny the certification of the DRAFT PERMITS.

Requests for a PUBLIC HEARING must state the nature of the issues proposed
to be raised in the hearing. Pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12, the Regional Administrator
shall hold a PUBLIC HEARING if she finds, on the basis of requests, a significant
degree of public interest in the DRAFT PERMITS. If the Regional Administrator
decides to hold a public hearing, a public notice of the date, time and place
of the hearing will be made at least 30 days prior to the hearing. Any person
may provide written or oral statements and data pertaining to the DRAFT PERMITS
at the public hearing.
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If the DRAFT PERMITS become final, and there are no appeals, discharge
from and operation of the identified facilities may proceed or continue, subject
to the conditions of the permits and other applicable permits and legal requirements.

A final decision to set the conditions and to issue the FINAL PERMITS,
or to deny the APPLICATIONS for the permits, shall be made after all camments
have been considered. Notice of the final decision for the permits shall be
sent to each person who has sent or delivered written comments or requested
notice of the final permit decision. The decision for the permits will become
effective 30 days from the date of issuance unless:

1. a later effective date is specified in the decision; or

2. an evidentiary hearing is requested pursuant to 40 CFR 124.74. Any
person may send or deliver, in writing, a request for an evidentiary
hearing. Requests for an evidentiary hearing must state each legal or
factual question alleged to be at issue, and its relevance to the permit
decision. 1If the request is sent or delivered by a person other than
the applicant, the person will simultaneously send a copy of the request
to the applicant. A request for an evidentiary hearing must be sent or
or delivered to Patrick Chan at the address shown above within 33 days
following the mailing of the final decision. If an evidentiary hearing
is granted, applicable provisions of the permits will be stayed pending
the outcome of the hearing; or

3. there are no comments requesting a change to the DRAFT PERMITS, in which
case the final decision for the permits shall become effective immediately
upon issuance.

Please bring the foregoing to the attention of all persons you know would be
interested in this matter.
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JOINT NOTICE OF PROPOSED ACTION

BY THE

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
Region 9 American Samoa Government
215 Fremont Street - : Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
San Francisco, CA 94105
Contact Person: Danny Collier (W-1-1) Contact Person: Pati Faiai

Telephone: {415) 974-7432
On Applications for a National Pollutant On Applications for Certification for
Discharge Elimination System Permits to Compliance with Applicable Effluent
Discharge Pollutants to Waters of the Limitations and Appropriate Requirements
United States of Territory Law

Public Notice No. AS-86-1-W

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 9, San Francisco, California and the American Samoa Environmental Quality Commission, Pago
Pago, Ameriacn Samoa are jointly issuing the following notice of proposed action under the Clean Water Act.

The Environmental Protection Agency, San Francisco, California has received complete applications for National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permits and has prepared tentative determinations regarding the permits.

On the basis of preliminary review of the requirements of the Clean Water Act as amended, and implementing regulations, the Regional Administrator, !
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9, proposes to issue NPDES permits to discharge to the following applicants, subject to certain effluent
limitations and special conditions:

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. and Samoa Packing Company, Inc.

P.O. Box 368 P.O. Box 957

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799 Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799
NPDES Permit No. AS0000019 NPDES Permit No. AS0000027

Star-Kist Samoa and Samoa Packing Company operate tuna canneries on Tutuila Island, American Samoa. The canneries receive whole tuna which
is processed into canned tuna and dried fish meal. Waste streams from these canneries consist mainly of fish waste, fresh water, and sea water which
are treated by the Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF) process. The process waste streams from both canneries are discharged into Pago Pago Harbor.

Under proposed permit conditions, both canneries are required to meet proposed interim and final eftluent limits for temperature, suspended solids, oil
and grease, pH, nitrogen and phosphorus. '

The proposed permits require that both canneries shall meet stringent final effluent limits that are based on American Samoa Water Quality Standards
for Pagoe Pago Harbor. .

The ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS for the DRAFT PERMITS, which includes the APPLICATIONS, DRAFT PERMITS, FACT SHEETS, and all data sent
by the applicants for the PERMITS, are available for public inspection. The ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS may be viewed Monday through Friday from
9:00 am until 4:00 pm at the EPA address below. A copy of these documents may be obtained by calling Patrick Chan, Permit Records Controller at
(415) 974-9526 or by writing to :

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9

Attn: Patrick Chan, PRC (W-5-1)

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

All comments upon or objections to the DRAFT PERMITS and requests for a PUBLIC HEARING, pursuant to 40 CFR 124.12, must be sent or delivered
in writing to Patrick Chan at the address shown above within 30 days of the date of this notice. An extension of the 30 day comment period may be
granted if the request for an extension adequately explains why more time is required to prepare comments.

A Copy of the applications, draft permits and fact sheets is also available for public review Monday through Friday from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm at the
following office:

Environmental Quality Commission
American Samoa Government
Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799

Contact Person: Pati Faiai
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DATA SUMMARY - PAGO PAGO HARBOR

Data taken from STORET and quarterly progress reports.
shown are median concentrations iq/ug/l. The median has been

calculated by:

N
Median = Log'l[( Z: Log X;)/N]

All figures

i=1
Station Number
and/or Groupings 5/85-5/86 5/84-5/86
N 99 148
5
P 17 18
N 151 175
6
o 12 15
N 182 201
7
P 18 19
N 219 229
8
P 21 20
N 227 237
9
P 25 24
N 168 201
10
P 22 22
N 340
11 No 84 Data
P 36
N 401 422
12
P 42 42
N 535 561
13
P 75 74



Station Number

and/or Grouping

11,12,13
(Inner)

_____.-—._-_-___.——__.-____—_——_..__.___.-__-___.____-_._.——_-._.__.___..._._.._..__-.-._—

6,7,8,9,10
(Outer)

5-13

5/85-5/86

418

+ 0159

5/84-5/86

488
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Star-Kist Foods, Jic.

180 E. Ocean Blvd.

June 2 1 582 TUNA STREET
3, 1986 TERMINAL ISLAND, CALIFORNIA 90731

(213) 548-4411

Ms. Madonna Narvaez

USEPA Region IX

Water Management Division
215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: Starkist Samoa NPDS Permit Renewal
Dear Ms. Narvaez:

Enclosed is a copy of a portion of the final rule-making that would set
BCT equal to BPCT for the tuna industry. This was received from one

of our trade groups with the understanding that they expected it to be
published within the next couple of weeks. As the final rule is the
same as the proposed rule from several years ago, and since we have
heard nothing contrary to the fact that BPCT would be adopted for BCT,
we are assuming that it will take place as expected.

As I mentioned on the telephone, due to the power outage we were
unable to take the nonprocess samples as expected. We also have had
two key people at the cannery off island for the past couple of weeks,
but hope to take them this week in order to verify loadings from these
streams. Our experience with similar flows at other canneries is that
these flows are very dilute and are appropriate for direct discharge
to the harbor.

Please call me if I can be of any further assistance.

Yours truly,

//¢ ézagéékbooc»

MaRAg ntal Engineering

Enclosure

cc: Danny Collier/Norm Lovelace-EPA IX
D. Ballands
A. Cropley
R. Hetzler
K. Hauge
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II. Summary of Final Ruleneking
A. 2Applicaticn of BCT Methedolegy
1. Candidate Technolegies

Establishing BCT effluent limitations for an industrial category
or subcategory begins by identifying technolegy optiens that provide
additional conventional pollutant control beyond the level of control
provided by the appl{cation of RBPT effluent limitations. Any such
"candidate technologies™ are then evaluated to determine if they are
technologically feasible and economically aéhievable. The candidate
technology must meet these requirements to be considered as a basis
for BCT effluent limitations. EPA then evaluates candidate technologies
by applying the BCT cost test, which consists of two parts: the POTW
test and the industry cost-effectiveness test.
2. POTW Test

To "pass" the POTW test, the cost per pound of conventional pollutant
removed by industrial dischargers in upgrading from BPT to the candidate
BCT must be less than the cost per pound ot conventional pollutant
removed in upgrading POTWs from secondary treatment to advanced secondary
treatment. The upgrade cost to industry must be less than the POTW
benchmark of $0.25 per pound (in 1976 dollars) for industries whose
cost per pound is based on long-term performance data (first tier POTW
benchmark), or less than $0.14 per pound for industries whose cost per
pound is not based on long-term performance data (second tier POTW

benchmark) .

+ 0163
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While the preferred approach for applying the BCT methodolojy is
to calculate the cost per pound with long-term performance data, these
data are not uniformly available for most of the secondary industries.
The costs per pound for industries without long-term performance data
are derived from the maximum 30-day limitations that were originally
based on the application of BAT, prior to the requirement that the
Agency establish BCT effluent limitations guidelines. Therefore, for
purposes of applying the BCT methodology to the industries with this
data constraint, a second tier of benchmarks was calculated using the
same type of data as is available for the industries without long-term
performance data (i.e., 30-day data).

As discussed in Section I, the conventional pollutants are BOD,
TSS, oil and grease, fecal coliform, and pH. The pollutants included
in calculating the POTW pollutant removal are BOD and TSS. These
pollutants are also used to calculate the pollutant removal for a
candidate BCT, but oil and grease may be included when appropriate in
the context of the industry and technology being evaluated. Fecal
coliform and pH are not included in the calculations because control
of these pollutants is not measureable as "pounds removed.” An
acceptable interval for controlling pH is evaluated with respect to
the particular processes of a candidate technology. Generally, the
acceptable pH interval for BCT will be the same as that for BPT.
Maintaining the acceptagle interval is an inherent cost of the BCT

technology and must be economically achievable and cost-reasonable.

12 - 0164
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3. Incustry Cost-Effectiveness Test

Candidate technologies must also "pass" the industry ceost-efifectivencss
test, For ecach industry subcategory, EPA computes a ratio of two
incremental costs. The first is the cost per pound removed by the BCT
candidate technology relative to BPT; the second is the cost per pound
ronoved by BPT relative to no treatment (i.e., the second cost caompares
raw wasteload to pollutant load after application of BPT).

The ratio of the first cust divided by the second is a measure
of the candidate technology's cost—effectiveness. The ratio is compared
to an industry cost benchmark, which again is based on POTW cost and
pollutant removal data. The benchmark, like the measure for a candidate
technology, is a ratio of two incremental costs: the cost per pound
to upgrade a POTW from secondary treatment to advanced secondary treatment
is divided by the cost per pound to initially achieve secondary treatment
from raw wasteload. 1If the industry ratio is lower than the benchmark,
the candidate technology passes the industry cost test. The benchmark
for industries whose ratio is based on long-term performance data is
1.29. The second tier benchmark for industries whose ratio is not
based on long-term performance data is 0.68.

In calculating this ratio, EPA will consider any BCT cost per
pound less than $0.01 to be the equivalent of de minimis or zero costs.
There are cases in today's rulemaking where the numerator of the industry
cost ratio and therefore the entire ratio’are taken to be zero. EPA
helieves any de minimis cost per pound for a canaidate BCT technoloyy
meets Congressional intent conceming the concept of reasonableness

for purposes of the second test.

+ 0165
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4. BCT Detenmnination

EPA will evaluate both the POTW test and the industry cost-
effectiveness test as measures of reasonableness. The most stringent
technology opticn that "passes" these tests provides the basis for
setting BCT effluent limitations. Generally, if all candidate
technologies fail any of the tests, or if no candidate technologies
more stringent than BPT are identified, then BCT effluent limitaticns
are established at a level equal to BPT effluent limitatiens.

There may be instances where, because of a lack of comparable
industry data, a strict comparison to the benchmarks developed in this
rulemaking would undermine Congressional intent on cost-reasonableness.
In such instances, EPA will develop appropriate procedures to evalaute
cost-reasonableness on an industry-specific basis. Additionally,
Section 304(b)(4)(B) instructs the Agency to consider "other factors
deemed appropriate” when making determinations about BCT. 2Again, EPA
will support such evaluations on an industry-specific basis.

B. Industrial Categories Affected and Summary of Their Results

This final regulation identifies the methodology EPA uses to
establish BCT effluent limitatioqs, pursuant to the provisions of
Section 304(b)(4)(B) of the Clean Water Act. This methodology is
used in today's rulemaking to establish BCT effluent limitations for
many of the secondary industries. For same of the primary industries,
BCT effluent limitations have already been proposed; for others,
they have been deferred. Wwhile BCT effluent limitations for primary

industries will be promulgated in separate rulemaking notices, the

14
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methodology used to determine the reasonableness of those limitations
will be the sane as described in tcday's final rule.

Due to the extensive regulatory activity (proposal, promulgation,
withdrawal, and reproposal) and the time span affecting BCT effluent
limitations for the seccndary industries, all subcategories for the
secendary industries are reviewed here. Table 1 summarizes the
results of this review. The third column of Table 1 descrioces the
status of BCT effluent limitations pricr to today's rulemaking. The
fourth column indicates whether the existing status is affected by
this rulemaking and shows the final outcame. The final colunn presents
the rationale for the final determination.

The results indicate that establishing BCT effluent limitaticns
at a level of control more stringent than BPT effluent limitations
is reasonable for seven subcategories. Four subcategories are in
the Canned and Preserved Seafood Processing category: Pacific Coast
Hand-Shucked Oyster, Atlantic and Gulf Coast Hand-Shucked Oyster,
Nonalaskan Scallop, and Abalone Processing; two are in the Meat
Products category: Small Processors and Renderers; and one is in
the Phosphate Manufacturing category: Sodium Phosphates, The Agency
estimates that the additional treatment associated with the more
stringent limitations for these subcategories will result in minimal
incremental costs. For the remaining subcategories where BCT effluent
1imitations are established equal to the BPT effluent limitations,

there is no incremental cost beyond BPT.

Booe 0167



TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF BCT METHODOLOGY RESULTS AND BCT EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDELINES
FOR SECONDARY INDUSTRIES h

8910

Outcome of
Today's 1/

Prior Status of
BCT Ef fluent

Industry and Subpart CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination _
DATRY PRODUCTS PROCESSING =
H
A - Receiving Stations 405.17 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT’methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pil. Reason #3
B - Fluid Products' 405.27 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, 1SS, pi. Reason #3
C - Cultured Products 405.37 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT  Fail FCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pi. Reason #3
D - Butter 405.47 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pil. Reason #3
E - Cottage Cheese and Cultured 405,57 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Cream Cheesc for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
F — Natural and Processed Cheese 405.67 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodoloqgy,
for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3 #
G - Fluid Mix for Ice Cream and 405.77 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Other Frozen Desserts for BOD, TSS, pi. Reason #3
H - Ice Cream, Frozen Desserts, 405,87 No limitations Fstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Novelties and Other Dairy Desserts for BOD, TSS, pil. Reason #3
1 - Condensed Mi 1k 405.97 No limitations Fstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodoloqgy,
for BOD, 155, pH. Reason #3
J - Dry Milk 405,107 No timitations Fstablish BCT=npT Fail BCT mothodology,

for pob, s, o,

Rooyson B



Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

K - Condensed whey

L - Dry whey
GRAIN MILLS
A - Com Wet Milling

O 69-[03

23]

Comn Dry Milling

Normal wWheat Flour Milling

Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling

Normal Rice Milling

Parboiled Rice Processing

Animal Feed

Hot Cerral

Prior Status of Outcome of
HCT Effluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Detemination
405.117 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for BOD, TSS. £
405.127 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason §3
406,17 Limitations No change to prior Technology under review.
suspended status.
406,27 No limitations Establish BCT=RPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pi. Reason- #3
406.37 BCT=BPT, zero No change to prior No candidate technology
discharge status,
406.47 BCT=BPT for pl No change for pil. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason §3
for BOD, TSS.
406,57 BCT=BPT, zero No change to prior No candidate technology
discharge status.
406.67 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pil. Reason §#3
406,77 RCT=BPT, zero . No change to prior No candidate technology
discharge status,
406.87 RCT=BPT, zero No change to prior No candidate technoloqgy

discharye

status,
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Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

I - Ready-to-Fat—-Cereal

J - Wheat Starch and Gluten

CANNFD AND PRESERVED FRUITS
AND VFGF'IABLES PROCESSING

A - Apple Juice

B - Apple Products

C - Citrus Products

D - Frozen Potato Products

m
|

Dehydrated Potato Products

F - Canned and Preserved Frults

G - Canned and Preserved Vegetables

H - Cannced and Miscellaneous
Specialtiesg

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Effluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Detemmination
406.97 No limitaticns Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, 1TSS, pil. Reason #3
406.107 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
407.17 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pit. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT  Reason #3
for BOD, TSS.
407.27 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodoloqgy,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for pOD, TSS.
407.37 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
407.47 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for BOD, TSS.
407.57 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BoD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
407.67 No limitations Establ ish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pi. Reason #3
407.77 No limitations Estahlish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pil. Reason #3
407,87 No limitations Fstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,

19

for BOD, TS5, pi.

Reason #73
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Table 1 (cont'd)

Prior Status of

outcome of

RCT Effluent Today's
Industry and Subpart CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
CANNED AND PRESERVED
SFAPOOD PROCESSING
A - Farm-Raised Catfish 408,17 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Processing for TSS, oil and Reason #3
grease, pt.
B - Conventional Rlue 408.27 No limitations Establish BCT=RPT Fail BCT methodology,
Crab Processing for TSS, oil and Reason #1
' grease, pt.
C - Mechanized Blue Crab 408.37 No limitations Estahlish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Processing for TSS, oil and Rezason #1
grease, pH.
D - Non-Remote Alaskan 408.47 No limitations Establish BCT=RPT Fail BCT methodology,
Crab Meat Processing for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH.
E - Remote Alaskan Crab Meat Processing 408.57 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Rzason #1
F - Non-Remnte Alaskan Whole 408.67 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail [CT methodology,
Crab and Crab Section for 1SS, oil and Reason #1
Processing grease, pH.
G - Remote Alaskan Whole Crab 408.77 No limitations Establish BCT=8BPT Fail BCT methodology,
and Crab Section Processing Reason #1
H - hungeness and Tanner Crab 408.87 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Processing in the Contiguous for TSS, oil and Reason #1
States grease, pil.
I - Non-Remote Alaskan Shrimp 408,97 No limitations Fstablish BCT=8BPT Fail BCT methodology,

Processing

19

for 1S5S, oil and
grease, pil.

Reason §1



Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

-

S T

J - Remote Alaskan Shrimp Processing

K — Northern Shrimp Processing in
the Contiguous States

L. — Southern Non-Breaded Shrimp
Processing in the Contiguous
States

M - Breaded Shrimp Processing in
the Contiguous States

N - Tuna Processing

Prior Status of

Outcome of

A . A s AN R

0 - Fish Meal Processing

o
e
3
[

P - Alaskan Hand-Butchered
Salmon Processing

—— Non—-Remote

-— Remnte

BCT FEfluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
408.107 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Reason #1
408,117 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail B T methodology, )
for TSS, oil and Reason #1 f b
grease, pH. g
408,127 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH.
408,137 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
_grease, p.
408.147 No limitations Fstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
. grease, pH.
408.157 No limitations FstabllghBCTEB;T W\Failﬂé(':“'fhn\ethodolcx;y,
for BOD, TSS, oil Reason #2
and grease, pH.
408.167

No limitations

No limitations

20

Reserve Section.

Establish BCT=BRPT.

Technology under review

Fail BCT methodology,
Reason #1




Table 1 (con'd)

Industry and Subpart

0 - Alaskan Mechanized
Salimon Processing

—-- Non-Remote

-— Remote

R - West Coast Hand-Butchered
Salmon Processing

S - West Coast Mechanized
Salmon Processing

T - Alaskan Bottom Fish
Processing
~— Non-Remote

-— Remote

£2T0

— Non-Alaskan Conventional
Bottom Fish Processing

V - Non-Alaskan Mechanized
Bottom Fish Processing

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Effluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
408,177
No limitations Establish BCT=RPT  Fail BCT methodology, ¢ *
for 1SS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH,
No limitations Establish BAT=BPT. Fail BCT methodology,
Reason #1
408.187 No limitations Fstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH.
408,197 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pt.
408.207
{
No limitations Reserve Section. Technology under review
No limitations Establish BCT=BPT. Fail BCT methodology,
Reason #1
408,217 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH.
408,227 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,

21

for 1TSS, oil and
grease, pi.

Reasor. #1



Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

=
I

*

o~
t

ELTO

.

AC —~

Hand-Shucked Clam Processing

Mechanized Clam Processing

Pacific Coast Hand-Shucked
Oyster Processing

Atlantic and Gulf Coast
Hand-Shucked Oyster Processing

Steamed and Canned Oyster

Processing

Sardine Processing

Alaskan Scallop Processing

—-— Non-Remote

—— Romote

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Fffluent Today's

CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination

408,237 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #2
grease, pH.

408.247 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology, .
for TSS, oil and Reason #1 { i
grease, pH.

408,257 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Pass BCT methodology
for pll and BCT more
stringent than BPT
for 1SS, oil and
grease.

408,267 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Pass BCT methodology
for pH and BCT more
stringent than BPT "
for 1TSS, oil and
grease.

408.277 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for 1TSS, oil and Reason #1 ;
grease, pH. &

408,287 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, oil and Reason #1
grease, pH.

408.297

No limitations

No limitations

22

Reserve Section.

Fstablish HCT=BPT.

‘frchnology under review

fail BCT methodology,
Reason §1



Table 1 (cont‘'d)

Prior Status of Outcome of
. RCT Effluent Today's
Industry and Subpart - CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
AD - Non-Alaskan Scallop Processing 408.307 - No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Pass BCT methodology

for pll and BCT more
stringent than BPT
for TSS, oil and

grease.
AF. - Alaskan Herring Fillet Processing  408.317
~~ Non-Remote No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
. for 1TSS, oil and Reason #1

grease, pH.

) ~-- Remote No limitations Establish BCT=BPT. Fail BCT methodology,

e Reason §1

C1AF - Non-Alaskan Herring Fillet 408,327 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Processing for TSS, oil and Reason #1

grease, pH.

AG - Abalone Processing 408,337 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Pass BCT methodology
for p and BCT more
stringent than BPT
for 1SS, oil and
grease,

SUGAR PROCESSING

A - Beet Sugar Processing 409,17 BCT=BPT for pil No change for pil, Fail BCT methodology,
Fstablish BCT=BPT Reason §3
for ROD, 1S5S, fecal
coliform,

‘R - Crystalline Cane Swjar Refining’ 409.27 RCT=RPT for pi No change for pil. Fail BCT methodoloqgy,
' Fstablish bBors=nerT Reason §3
. (o b, s,

o



.Table 1 (cont'd)

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Effluent Today's
Industry and Subpart CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
C - Liquid Cane Sugar Refining 409.37 BCT=RPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Fstablish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for BOD, TSS.
D - Iouisiana Raw Cane Sugar Processing  409.47 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
F - Florida and Texas Raw Cane . 409.57 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT. No candidate technology
Sugar Processing
F - Hilo-Hamakua Conast of the 409.67 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
Island of Hawaii Raw Cane for boD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
¢ Sugar Processing
G - Hawaiian Raw Cane Sugar 409.77' No limitations Establish BCT=BPT. No candidate technology
S Processing Subcategory '
‘ﬁ -~ Puerto Rican Raw Cane 409.87 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology .,
G Swjar Processing for BOD, TSS, pH. Reason #3
v
CEMENT MANUFACTURING
A — Nonleaching 411.17 BCT=BPT for No change to No candidate technology
pH, TSS prior status.
B - Ieaching A11.27 BAT=BPT for pil No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS.
C - Materials Storage Piles Runoff 411.37 BCT=BPT for pH, No change to No candidate technology

TSS

24

prior status.
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Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

FEFEDIOTS

A - All Subcategories except Ducks

B - Pucks

FERTILIZER MANUFACTURING

A - Phosphate
B - Ammonia
C - Urea

D - Ammonium Nitrate

E - Nitric Acid

F - Ammonium Sulfate Production

G - Mixed and Blend Fertilizer
Product ion

Prior Status of

Outcane of

BCT Effluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
412.17 RBCT=RAT Reserve section, Technology under review
0
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status,
418.17 BCT=BPT for TSS No change to No candidate technology 2/
prior status.
418,27 BCT=BPT for pil No change to No candidate technology
prior status.
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status, pollutant discharges
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status, pollutant discharges
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status. pollucant discharges
418.67 BCT=RPT No change to No candidate technology
prior status,
418.77 RCT=RPT No change to No candidate technology

25

prior status,



Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

PHOSPHA'TE MANUFACTURING

A - Phosphorus Production

B - Phosphorus Consuming

C ~ Phosphate

D - Defluorinated Phosphate Rock
E ~ Defluorinated pPhosphoric Acid

Fe— Sodium Phosphates

-

[
F&RROALLOY MANUFACTURING

oe
A - Open Electric Furnaces With Wet

Air Pollution Control Devices

B - Covered Flectric Furnaces and
Other Smelting Operations With Wet
Air Pollution Control Devices

C - Slag Processing

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Ef fluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status. pollutant discharges
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventionaf 3
prior status, ' pollutant discharges
No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status, pollutant discharges
422.47 BCT=BPT for No change to No candidate technology
TSS, pH prior status,
422.57 BCT=BPT for No change to No candidate technology
TS, pH prior status.
422.67 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Pass BCT methodoloqgy
for pi and BCT more
stringent than BPT
for TSS.
)
424.17 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for 1SS, pH. Reason #3
424,27 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, pil. Reason #3
424 .37 No limitations Establish RCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,

for TSS, pil.

Reason #3
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Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

|

Covered Calcium Carbide Fumaces
wWith Wet Air Mollution Control
Davices

E - Other Calcium Carbide Furnaces

F - Electrolytic Manganese Products

G - Electrolytic Chromium

GLASS MANUFACTURING

A - Insulation Fiberglass

B - Sheet Glass Manufacturing
C - Rolled Glass Manufacturing
D - Plate Glass Manufacturing
E - Float Glass Manufacturing

Prior Status of

Ooutcome of

- 27

Fstablish BCT=BPT
for 1S5S, oil.

HCT FEfluent Txday's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
424 .47 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pil. Fail BCT methodnlogy,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS.
®
424.57 BCT=RPT No change to No candidate technology* ~#
prior status.,
424.67 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pli. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS.
424.77 BCT=BPT for pil No change for pi. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS.
426.17 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for BOD, 1TSS, pil. Reason #3
426,27 BCT=BPT No change to No candidate technology{ g
prior status.
426.37 BCT=BPT No change to No candidate technology
prior status,
426.47 No limitations Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
for TSS, pi. Reason #3
426.57 HCT=RBPT for pli No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,

Reason #3




Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

-
!

G

H

i

—
i

£8T10-

L -

Autamotive Glass Tempering

Automot ive Glass Taminating

Glass Container Manufacturing

Machine Pressed and Blown Glass

Manufacturing

Glass Tubing (Danner) Manufacturing

Television Picture Tube
Fnvelope Manufacturing

Tncandescent [Lamp Envelope
Manufacturing

HHand Pressed and Blown Glass
Manufacturing

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Effluent Today's ,

CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination

426.67 BCT=RPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS, oil.

426,77 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology, £
Fstablish BCT=BPT Reason #3 c
for TSS, oil.

426,87 BCT=BPT for pi No change for pH. Fail BCT methodology,
Fstablish RCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS, oil.

No Section No limitations No change to No control of conventional
prior status, pollutant discharges

426.107 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pii. Fail BCT methodology,
Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for TSS.

426,117 BCT=BPT for pH No change for pil. Fail BCT methodology, .

‘ Establish BCT=BPT  Reason ¥3 L
for TSS, oil.

426.127 ~ BCT=BPT for pH No change for piH, Fail BCT methodology,

: Establish BCT=BPT Reason #3
for 1TSS, oil. ?
426.137 RCT set for pil Reserve section. Technology under review
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. Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

Prior Status of

Outcome of

ASBESTOS MANUFACTURING

A — Asbestos-Cement Pipe

B - Ashestos-Cement Sheet

C - Asbhestos Paper (Starch Binder)

- Ashestos Paper (Elastomeric Binder)
- Ashestos Millboard

~ Asbestos Roofing

- Asbestos Floor Tile

H - Coating or Finishing of

Ashestos Textiles

I - Solvent Recovery

BCT Ef fluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review p
prior status. % E
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status,
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status,
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
: prior status,
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status,
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
' prior status.
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review L
prior status.
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status.
427.97 BCT=HPT for No change to No candidate technology.
sS8, pH prior status.
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Table 1 {cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

J -~ Vapor Absorption

K — Wet Dust Collection

MEAT PRODUCTS

A - Simple Slaughterhouse

s+ B — Camplex Slaughterhouse

6810

C - Low-Processing Packinghouse

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Ef fluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determmination
No Section No limitations No change to Technology under review
prior status,
No Section No limitations No change to Tachnoogy under review
prior status. .
£
L
432.17 BCT=RPT for fecal FEstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
coliform, pi in for BOD, TSS, oil Reason #1
some processes and grease, fecal
coliform, pH as
limited in each
process.
432,27 RCT=BPT for fecal FEstablish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
coliform, pH in for BOD, TSS, oil Reason #1
some processes and grease, fecal
coliform, pH as
limited in each
process.,
432,37 RCT=RPT for fecal Establish BCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology, #

coliform, pH in
some processes

30

for BOD, 1TSS, oil
and grease, fecal
coliform, pHl as
limited in each
process.

Reason #1



Table 1 (cont‘d)

Industry and Subpart

-

I

€810

t

High-Process fhg Packinghouse

Small Processor

Meat Cutter

Sausage and Luncheon Meats
Processor

Prior Status of

Outcome of

BCT Ef fluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
432.47 BCT=RPT for fecal Establish RCT=BPT Fail BCT methodology,
coliform, pH in for BOD, TSS, oil Reason #1
some processes and grease, fecal
coliform, pll as
limited in each
process.
432.57 No limitations Establish BCT more  Pass BCT methodology
stringent than BPT
for BOD, TSS, oil
and grease, pH,
fecal coliforms.
432.67 BCT=RPT for No change for Fail BCT methodology,
fecal coliform, fecal coliform, Reason #1
pH. pH. Establish :
BCT=BPT for BOD,
158, oil and
grease.
432.77 BCT=BPT for No change for Fail BCT methodology,

fecal coliform,
pH.
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fecal coliform,
pH. Establish
BCT=BPT for BOD,
TSS, oil and
grease.

Reason §#1



Table 1 (cont'd)

Industry and Subpart

H - Ham Processor

I - Canned Meats Processor

J - Renderers

Prior Status of

Outcome of

RCT EEfluent Today's
CFR Part Limitations Rulemaking Basis for Determination
432.87 BCT=BPT for No change for Fail BCT methodology,
fecal coliform, fecal coliform, Reason #1
pH. pH. Establish
BCT=BPT for BOD,
T3S, oil and
grease.
432,97 BCT=RPT for No change for Fail BCT methodology,
fecal coliform, fecal coliform, Reason #1
pH. pH. Establish
BCT=BPT for BQOD,
T3S, 0il and
grease.
432,107 No limitations Establish BCT more Pass BCT methodology

stringent than BPT
for BOD, TSS, oil
and grease, pH,
fecal coliform.
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Table 1 (cont'd)

Entries for "Basis for Determination"

_1/ Further Explanation of Table

Fail BCT methodology, Reason #1l:

Fail BCT methodology, Reason #2:

Fail BCT methodology, Reason #3:

No control of conventional
pollutant discharges:

No candidate technology:

Technology under review:

EPA has not identified a technically feasible candidate technology more
stringent than BPT,

EPA has not identified an econamically achievable candidate technology
more stringent than BPT.

Te candidate technology is not. cost-reasonable; it fails the BCT cost
test,

EPA has not yet identified a need to control conventional pollutant
discharges in this subcategory. For some subcategories, there are
no regulations currently in effect,

EPA has not identified a candidate technology providing more stringent
control of conventional pollutants than BPT. ‘his applles to
subcategories where BPT and BCT require zero discharge.

The BCT candidate technology is still being reviewed as a basis for
setting BCT effluent limitations. The review may pertain to technical
feasibility, economic achievability, or cost-reasonableness.

2/ For the Phosphate Fertilizer subcategory, the Agency has proposed an amendment to the applicability
section that would exclude four plants in louisiana from BAT and BCT effluent limitations guidelines.
Final action on the amendment is pending. As part of that rulemaking, EPA will consider appropriate
BCT effluent limitations guidelines for facilities in Louisiana.
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v. BCT Effluent Limitations Guidelines for Secondary Industries
A. Introduction

One major purpose of this rulemaking is to establish BCT effluent
limitations for many of the secondary industries. EPA reviewed the
status of BCT effluent limitations in each subcategory in the following
industries: Dairy Products, Grain Mills, Canned and Preserved Fruits
and Vegetables, Canned and Preserved Seafocds, Sugar Processing,

Cemeni Manufacturing, Feedlots, fertilizer Manufacturing, Phosphate
Manufacturing, Ferroalloy Manufacturing, Glass Manufacturing, Asbestos
Manufacturing, Meat Products, and Mineral Mining and Processing.

A summary of the results is shown in Table 1. The background data

and calculations are reported in the record for this rulemaking.

The BCT cost test calculations for these industries were frequently
based on cost and effluent data collected at the time of the original
proposal and pramulgation of BAT effluent limitations for each industry.
1f more current information regarding technology options and their
econamic achievability became available after pranulgation of a fihél
rule, EPA used that information to determine whether the technology
satisfied all of the statutory requirements. Thus, the Agency is
generally adopting previous findings concerning availability and
effectiveness of treatment technologies.

In addition to the BCT cost test, Section 304(b)(4)(B) of the
Clean Water Act requires EPA to consider other factors such as the
age of equipment, production process, and energy requirements when
establishing BCT effluent'limitaticns. Based on the rulemaking

record for these industries and on this proceeding, EPA has determined
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that the final BCT effluent limitations following this preamble are
technically feasible and otherwise satisfy Section 304(2) (4)(B).

Today's regulation covers 135 subcategories (including
subdivisions of subcategories); seven pass the BCT cost test and
EPA is promulgating BCT limitations more stringent than BPT in these
cases. For 88 of the remaining subc¢ategories, BCT limitations are
established equal to BRPT limitations either because the candidate
BCT technology fails the BCT cost test (48 subcategories) or because
tne Agency has not identified a technology that will achieve greater
removals of conventional pollutants than achieved by BPT and also
satisty the requirements with respect to technical and economic
feasibility (40 subcategories). For the remaining 40 subcategcries,
no action is taken with respect to BCT effluent limitations for one
of two reasons. First, after reviewing existing limitations under the
final BCT methodology, the Agency found that the existing limitations
required no change, or second, the 2gency has not completed a review
of the candidate BCT technolocgies. A discussicon of BCT regulations
for each secondary industry follows.

B. Raticnale for Establishing BCT Effluent Limitations and Changes
Since Proposal
1. Dairy Products Processing (40 CFR Part 405)

The technology basis for the former BAT limitaticns was tertiary’
treatment by multimedia filtration. ‘These BAT limitations addressed
conventional pollutants only, and in 1979, were replaced by BCT limitations.
Prior to the reproposal of BCT limitations in 1982, the Agency reviewed

-

additional information regarding the filtration technology and determined
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that to ensure effective, year-round performance, it may be necessary
to employ coagulation-sedimentation prior to filtration. This may be
required because the suspended solids in biologically-treated dairy
products precessing wastewaters are difficult to treat, in that the
excess solids can cause filter blinding and substantial operational
difficulty. When the costs of coagulation—sedimentaticn are taken
into account, none of the subcategories pass the BCT cost test.
Additionally, EPA has not identified any other technology that results
in further reduction of conventional pollutant discharges. Therefore,
EPA is establishing BCT limitations egual to BPT limitations for all
12 subcategories in this industry. The final action for these subcate-
gories is the same as the action proposed in 1982.
2. Grain Mills (40 CFR Part 406)
There are ten subcategories in this industry. For four subcategories
(Normal Wheat Flour Milling, Normal Rice Milling, Animal Feed, and
Hot Cereal), the BPT regulation requires zero discharge of procesé
wastewater. BCT limitations for these four subcategories, established
in 1979, already fequire zero discharge and remain substantively
unchanged by this rulemaking because BCT limitations cannot be less
stringent than BPT, and further levels of control do not exist beyond
zero discharge. An editorial revision is made for these subcategories
by incorporating the BPT requirement'into BCT limitations by reference.
For the Corn Wet Milling Subcategory, BCT limitations were suspended
in July 1980 (45 FR 45582) pending an evaluation of BPT costs. The
Agency has not ccmpleted this evaluation, and the BCT limitations for

this subcategory remain suspended.
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v The candidate BCT technology for the remaining five subcategories
(Corn Dry Milling, Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling, Parboiled Rice Processing,
Ready-to-Eat Cereal, and Wheat Starch and Gluten) was filtratien, which
was the basis for the original BAT limitaticns. The Agency applied
the BCT cost test to this technology for these five subcategories, and
it failed, indicating that filtraticn is not cost-reascnable in these
cases. No other candidate technology has been identified and, therefore,
BCT limitations are promulgated equal to BPT. The final action for
these five subcategories is the same as was proposed in 1982.

3. Canned and Preserved Fruits and Vegetables Processing (40 CFR
Part 407)

The candidate BCT technology for the eight subcategories in this
industry was filtration. This technology fails the BCT cost test,
and no other suitable technology for the removal of conventicnal
pollutants has been identified. Therefore, BCT limitations are
established equal to BPT. The final action for this industry is the
same as was propo;ed ih 1982,

There are 33 subcategories in this industry, and five are further

subdivided by geographic location for purposes of this review. The

candidate BCT technology for 12 subcategories and sections of two

additional subcategories was dissolved air flotation, which was the

technology basis for the former BAT limitations. This technology has

not been widely applied at full scale, except for the Tuna Subcategory.

Space requirements for installation of this technology present problems

~

for many of the plants. EPA has determined, therefore, that dissolved
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air flotation is not feasible for the following subcategories:

Non-Remote Ataskan Crab Meat Prccessing, Non-Remote Alaskan Whole

Crab and Crab Section Processing, Dungeness and Tanner Crab Processing

in the Contijuou. States, Non-Remote Alaskan Shrimp Processing, Northern
Shrimp Processing in the Contiguous States, Southern Non-Breaded Shrimp
Processing in the Contiguous States, Breaded Shrimp Processing in the
Contiguous States, Alaskan Mechanized Salmon Processing (Non-Remote),
West Coast Hand-Butchered Salmon Processing, West Coast Mechanized

Salmon Processing, Non-Alaskan Mechanized Bottom Fish Processing,

Sardine Processing, Alaskan Herring Fillet_Processing {Non-Remote),

and Non-Alaskan BHerring Fillet Processing. The Agency has not identified
any other BCT candidate technology and is therefore establishing BCT
effluent limitations equal to BPT effluent limitations for these subcategories.

‘The basis of BAT limitations in the Tuna Subcategory was optimized

dissolved air flotation with chemically-assisted coagulation. The .

optimized operation adds operational complexity, maintenance require-

ments, and disposal costs for additional sludge volume. The Agency

concludes that these operational difficulties are such that optimized

dissolved air flotation is not technically feasible for the Tuna

_Subcategory. This technology was the only BCT candidate technology

identified for the Tuna Subcategory. For these reasons, BCT effluent

limitations are established equal to BPT effluent limitations.

In five other subcategories, the candidate BCT technology was
aerated lagoons, which was the technology basis for the former BAT
limitations, Based on information evaluated after BAT limitations

had been issued, EPA determined that the technology is not feasible
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for Conventional Blue Crab Prccessing, Mechanized Blue Crab Processing,
Non-Alaskan Conventicnal Bottom Fish Processing, Mechanized Clam
Processing, and Steamed and Canned Oyster Processing. EPA determined
that aerated lagoons are not a feasible technolegy for these subcategories
because lagcons require a substantial amount of land, which is not
uniformly available. Further, the seascnal and often sporadic processing
operations of these plants do not provide the consistent source of
wastewater needed for proper functioning of biclcgical treatment

systems such as aerated lagoons. EPA has not identified any other
feasible technology providing further control of cocnventional pollutants
than BPT. Therefore, EPA is establishing BCT limitations equal to

BPT for these five subcategories. -

The candidate technology for BCT for three other subcategories
(characterized as remote Alaskan subcategories) and for the remote
section of five additional subcategories was screening of the wastes
and subsequent disposal of these wastes. EPA discovered technical
problems with this technology, making it unsuitable as the basis for
BCT limitations. The technology relies on solid waste disposal,
which can be accomplished in non-remote areas by use of reduction
facilities, but in remote areas, these facilities are not econcmically
viable. lLand disposal or barging are the most viable solid waste
disposal techniques avéilable to remote seafood precessors, but
these techniques are often not feasible or work cnly during a portion
of the year because of weather. Therefore, EPA is establishing BCT
limitations equal to BPT for the following remote seafood subcategories

and sections of subcategories: Remote Alaskan Crab Meat Processing,
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Remote Alaskan Whole Crab and Crab Section Processing, Remote Alaskan
Shrimp Processing, and the remote section of Alaskan Hand-Butchered
Salmon Processing, Alaskan Mechanized Salmon Processing, Alaskan
Bottom Fish Processing, Alaskan Scallop Processing, and Alaskan
Herring Fillet Processing.

The Agency 1is currently considering a petition from a portion of
the Alaskan seafood industry requesting that EPA redesignate certain
Alaskan cities fram being considered "non-remote™ and instead apply
the effluent limitations guidelines and standards applicable to remcte
cities, 1If this petition were granted, the BPT effluent limitations
guidelines for the affected locations would be based on grinding
‘rather than screening technology. On May 18, 1980, EPA temporarily
suspended the applicability of the BPT effluent limitations guidelines
for non-remote facilities located in Anchorage, Cordova, Juneau,
Ketchikan, and Petersburg pending review of the industry's petition
(45 FR 32675). This notice explained that during the suspension
‘period, facilities in these cities had agreed to comply with the
regulations for the remote Alaskan processors. On January 9, 1981,
EPA proposed its response to the petition and, at the same time,
extended the suspension of the regulations for the affected cities
until EPA makes a final decision on the petition (46 FR 2544). EPA
has not yet taken final .-acticn on the petition; hence, BPT effluent
limitaticns for the five cities listed above reméin suspended.

In today's rulemaking, EPA is establishing scme BCT limitations
equal to BPT limitations for the cities in question. Therefore,

this rulemaking imposes no additional burden on any facility. If,
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as a result of the pending petition, there is a change in the
designation of a city from "non-remote" to "remote,” that change will
mean a change in the BPT and BCT eiffluent limitations that will apply.
Since the BCT effluent limitations in this rulemaking establish
limitations by cross referencing the BPT effluent limitations, where

the BPT effluent limitations are suspended, the BCT effluent limitations
will also be considered suspended until the BPT effluent limitations

are repromulgated. EPA is promulgating the BCT effluent limitations
guidelines in their present forﬁ for the affected subcatejories to
establish the framework to apply BCT effluent limitations in the future.

For the non-remote section of three Alaskan subcategories, EPA has
not completed an economic impact ahalysis and is therefore reserving
BCT effluent limitations for Alaskan Hand-Butchered Salmen Processing
(non-remote), Alaskan Bottom Fish Processing (non-remote), and Alaskan
Scallop Processing (non-remote).

After issuing the former BAT regulations for two other subcategories
(Fisﬁ Meal and Hand-Shucked Clam Proceséing), EPA determined that the
candidate technology, screening of wastes and process changes, would
have resulted in substantial adverse economic impact. For the Fish
Meal Processing Subcategory, 12 of the 54 direct discharging plants
would probably close as a result of the former BAT regulations.

Most of these plants are small facilities. For the Hand-Shucked
Clam Processing Subcategory, nine of the 15 direct dischargers would
probably close rather than comply with the BCT regulations. These
nine plants consist of all of the six small plaﬁts and all three of

the canned clam plants in the subcategory. Based on these projected
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impacts, EPA concludes that the technology is not economically
achievable. No other technology was identitied as a candidate for

BCT. For thesec reascns, EPA establishes BCT limitations equal to

EPT in these subcategories.

The BCT cost test was applied to BCT candidate technologies for
the remaining five subcategories. The candidate technology for
 FanmmRaised Catfish Processing includes screening, grease removal,
and aerated lagoons. This technology fails the POTW test, and because
no other candidate technology has been identified, BCT limitations
are established equal to BPT.
The candidate technology for the remaining four subcategories
relies on simple in-plant controls, which have only minimal costs
and pass the POTW test. Since the incremental cost between BPT and
BCT is considered to be zero, the second test ratio is also considered
to be zero, and the technology passces the second test. Thus, EPA has
determined that in-plant controls are technically feasible, economically
achievable, and pass both parts of the BCT cost test for Pacific Coast
Hand-Shucked Oyster Processing, Atlantic and Gulf Coast Hand-Shucked
Oyster Processing, Non-Alaskan Scallop Processing, and Abalone Processing.
The 2gency proposed BCT limitations based on in-plant controls for
these four subcétegories and specifically reguested ccomments on the
proposed decision. The Agency did not receive any adverse comments in
response to that request, and no new information has been evaluated.
Therefore, BCT limitations for those four subcategyories are established
based on in-plant controls. 'The final BCT limitations for this industry

are the same as the BCT regulations that were proposed in 1982.
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5. Sugar Processing (40 CFR Part 409)

There are eight subcategorics in this industry. For two
subcategories, BPT regulations require zero discharge of process
wastewater. WNo technology more stringent than zero discharge exists
and BCT cannot be established at a level less stringent than BPT.
Therefore, EPA considers BCT requirements of zero discharge to be
reasonable and is establishing BCT limitations equal to BPT for the
Florida and Texas Raw Cane Sugar Processing Subcategory and the
Hawaiian Raw Cane Sugar Processing Subcategory.

For the remaining six subcategories, EPA is also establishing
BCT limitations equal to BPT because the candidate BCT techrnoloyy fails
the BCT cost test and no other candidate technology more stringent than
BPT has been identified. These subcategories are Crystalline Cane Sugar
Refining, Liquid Cane Sugar Refining, Louisiana Raw Cane Sugar Processing,
Puerto Rican Raw Cane Sugar Processing, Hilo-Hamakua Coast of the Island
of Hawaii Raw Cane Sugar Processing, and Beet Sugar Processing. For the
first two of these six subcategories, the candidate technblogy is recir-
culation cf barcmetric condenser cooling water and discharge of blowdown
to an upgraded biological system. For the next two subcateyories, the
candidate technology is recycle of barcmetric condenser cooling water and
cane wash water with the blowdown going to biological treatment. For the
Hilo-Hamakua Coast subcategory, the candidate technology is recirculation
of barametric condenser cooling water and biological treatment of both cane
wash water and the blowdown from the recirculation system. For Beet Sugar
Processing, the candidate technology is zero disqharge of barometric
condenser cooling water. Final BCT effluent limitations for all eight

subcategories are the same as were proposed in 1982,

o - 0195



A

6. Cement Manufacturing (40 CFR Part 411)

Two of the three subcategories (Nonleaching and Materials Storage
Piles Runotf) have BCT limitations egual to BPT. The Agoncy hag not
i&éntified any other candidate technology that provides additicnal
cont:rol of conventional pollutants and, therefore, BCT effluent
limitations in those two subcategories remain unchanged by this rule-
making. The BCT candidate technolegy for the remaining subcategory,
Leaching, is treatment and reuse. This technology fails the BCT cost
test, no other candidate technology has been identified, and BCT
limitations are cstablished equal to BPT. This action is the same
as the 1982 proposed action.for the Leaching Subcategory.

7. Feedlots (40 CFR Part 412)

The Feedlots cateygory consists of two subcategories, For the
first (All Subcategories Except Ducks), BCT limitations are primarily
based on zero discharge of process wastewater pollutants. The 1982
proposed action for this subcategory would have removed the section
for BCT effluent limitations because the existing BCT limitations are
more stringent than BPT limitations due to the rainfall event specified
for discharge of pollutants fram the overflow. The Agency has not
evaluated the cost of the more stringent overflow restriction according
to the BCT methodology. Therefore, the existing section is removed and
reserved. The existing BAT limitations, however, remain unchanged;
they also require zero discharge of process waste pollutants with the
more restrictive condition for discharge from overflow.

For the second subcategory (Ducks), conventional pollutant
discharges from man-made or natural (e.g., marshes) swinwater areas
are difficult to quantify. Thesc discharges arc also difficult to
adapt to traditional end-of-pipe treatment technologies., The technology
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basis for BAT (and the candidate BCT technoloyy) was dry lots, but

the 2€fluent reduction benefits between existing discharges and dry
lots cannot readily be quantified. Therefore, the BCT cost test
cannot be performed. EPA did not propose, and is not ncw establishing
BCT effluent limitaticns guidelines for duck feedlots.

8. Fertilizer (40 CFR Part 418)

The Agency has not established effluent limitaticns guidelines
to control conventiocnal pollutant discharges for three of the seven
subcategories in this category: Urea, Ammonium Nitrate, and Nitric
Acid. The existing BPT and BAT requirements for those subcategories
do not address conventional pollutants. Therefore, no action is
taken with respect to BCT for these three subcategories; there are
no BCT effluent limitations guidelines. For two other subcategories
(Ammonium Sulfate Production and Mixed and Blend Fertilizer Production),
BCT limitations based on zero discharge of process wastewater pollutants
have already been promulgated. In both of these subcategories, the
BPT regulations are also based on zero discharge and, therefore, no
evaluation by the BCT cost test is necessary.

For the Phosphate Subcategory, BCT limitations based on zero
discharge have already been promulgated but with discharge allowances
for specified rainfall events. No more stringent candidate technclogy
for control of conventional pollutants has been identified; the existing
BCT limitaticns for the Phosphate Fertilizer Subcategory remain unchanged.
On July 25, 1984, the Agency proposed to amend the applicability section
for Phosphate Fertilizer to exclude four plants in Louisiana trom BAT and
BCT effluent limitations (49 FR 29977). Final action onchhis amendment

is pending and is not affected by today's rulemaking.
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For the Ammonia Subcategory, BCT limitations have already been
promulgated equal to BPT. The Agency has not identified any other
candidate technologies that would result in additional control of
conventional poliutants. Therefore, no change is being made to the
BCT effluent limitations for this subcategory. The BAT 1ﬁnitations
for the Ammonia Subcategory are being revised to remove the limitation
for pH, which is a conventional pollutant and cannot be included in
the BAT limitations. Instead, it is included in the BCT limitations.

This rulemaking also includes minor editorial corrections for
the Phosphate and Ammonia Subcategories to correct the titles in the
table of contents,

9. Phosphate Manufacturing (40 CFR Part 422)

The Phosphate category covers six subcategories. Three
subcategories (Phosphorus Production, Phosphorus Consuming, and
Phosphate) do not have any regulations in effect; they consist of
applicability sections only. EPA is not establishing BCT limitations
for these subcategories at this time. Two other subcategories
(Defluorinated Phosphate Rock and Defluorinated Phosphoric Acid)
already have BCT limitations equal to BPT; no further analysis is
required because both regulations are based on zero discharge with
effluent limitations for specified rainfall events. The existing
BCT requirements for tﬁése subcategories remain unchanged by this
final action. For the remaining subcategory, Sodium Phosphates, the
candidate technology is increased recirculation of process wastewater,
which passes the BCT cost ﬁest. The incremental costs are estimatedv

to be minimal in that any costs attributed to reducing the flow
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to the treatiment system are offset by the smaller amount of lime
needed. Therefore, BCT limitations at the BAT level of control are
reascnable and are so established, This level of control is the
same as was proposed in 1982

10. Ferrcalloy Manufacturing (40 CFR Part 424)

One of the seven subcategories (Other Calcium Carbide Furnaces)
has BCT limitations equal to BPT already in effect; both BCT and BPT
require zero discharge of process wastewater pollutants., No other
technology provides additional control and therefore, the existing
BCT limitations remain unchanged. Candidate technolcgies for the
remaining six subcategories rely on partial recycle and physical-
chemical treatment of blowdown (plus filtration for the Calcium
Carbide Furnmace Subcategory), which fails the cost test., No other
candidate technologies have been identified and, therefore, BCT
limitations are established equal to BPT for these subcategories.

This final action encompasses one change from the -BCT limitaticns
proposed in 1982. When the candidate technolcgy for the Slag Processing
Subcategory was evaluated with the 1982 proposed benchmarks, it passed
the cost test, and BCT limitations were proposed at a level more
stringent than BPT limitations. The benchmarks in this final action
are lower than the benchmarks proposed in 1982, and while the candidate
technolcgy for the Slaé Processing Subcategory still passes the POTW
test, it fails the industry cost test. Therefore, BCT limitations
are established at a less stringent level of control than was proposed

(i.e., equal to BPT instead of equal to BAT). 3
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11. Glass Manufacturing (40 CFR Part 426)

Two of the 13 subcategories (Sheet Glass and Rolled Glass) have
BCT and BPT requirements based on zero discharge already in effect;
those subcategories remain unchanged by this final rction. Candidate
technologies for eight other subcategories are as follows. For the
Plate Glass Subcategory, the candidate technology is effluent recycle
and sand filtration. For Float Glass, Autcmotive Glass Tempering,
and Autamotive Glass Laminating, the candidate technology is diatomaceous
earth filtration. For the Glass Container Subcategory, the technology
is recirculation of cullet quench water, dissolved air flotation, and
diatomaceous earth filtration of the blowdown. The candidate technology
for Glass Tubing is the same as for Glass Container without dissolved
air flotation. For the Television Picture Tube Envelope Subcategory,
the candidate technology is sand filtration. For the Incandescent
Lamp Envelope Subcategory, the technology is sand filtration for
frosting wastewaters and diatomaceous earth filtration of the cullet
quench water. These technologies fail the BCT cost test, and no
other candidate technology has been identified. For these reasons,
BCT limitations were proposed and are now established equal to BPT
for those eight subcategories.

For the Insulation Fiberglass Subcategory, BPT requirements are
based on zero discharge'Qith specific limitations on the'discharge of
conventional pollutants from wet air pollution control devices. The
candidate BCT technology is zero discharge from all sources, including

air pollution control devices. The Agency lacks sufficient data to
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quantitatively evaluate the candidate BCT technology with the BCI
cost test. However, based on estimates of the incremental cost of
additional flow restrictions (which are crucial to the candidate
technolog,), the Agency believes the candidate technology is not cost
reasonable and is establishing BCT limitations equal to BPT.

In the Hand Pressed and Blown Glass Subcategory, there are no BPT
effluent limitations for any pollutants. The Agency is considering
proposing BPT regulations that would result in a nétionally applicable
base level of treatment being required for this subcategory. Effluent
limitations based on BCT will be evaluated at the same time. Therefore,
BCT limitations for the Hand Pressed and Blown Glass Subcategory are being
removed and reserved. This rulemaking also includes revisions to the BAT
limitations for the Hand Presscd and Blown Glass Subcategory and the
Incandescent Lamp Envelope Subcategory. The corrections remove conventional
pollutant limitations fraom the BAT sections in those subcategories.,

The remaining subcategory, Machine Pressed and Blown Glass
Manufacturing, has been reserved. No regulations are currently in
effect, and no action is taken with regard to BCT limitations.

12. Asbestos Manufacturing (40 CFR Part 427)

Cne of the 11 subcategories, Solvent Recovery, has BCT limitatiens
equal to BPT already in effect. No other technology for removing
conventional pollutants has been identified, and the existing BCT
limitations for this subcategory are not affected by this rulemaking.

For the remaining ten subcategories, no action is being taken with
respect to BCT limitations. BCT limitations have not been proposed
for any oflthese ten subcategories, and therefore, none are established

at this time.

91

« 0201



3

13. Meat Products (40 CFR Part 432)

The original BAT limitations for eight of the ten subcategories
in this category were based on nitrification. Those BAT limitations
were subsequently withdrawn, pending a review of the feasibility of
that technology. The Agency concluded that bioclogical nitrification
was not a suitable technology basis for BCT. One significant facter
is that ni;rification effects removal of ammonia nitrogen from these
wastewaters, but affords only small removals of conventional pollutants
beyond BPT levels. Further, a key part of the former BAT limitations
was reduction in water use in meat processing operations, which may
not be achievable in many plants. Finally, preliminary results of
the technology review indicated that consistent, year-round removal
of conventional pollutants beyond BPT is technically achievable only
with extraordinary operational care. For these reasons, EPA has
rejected nitrification as the basis for BCT. No cher technologies
have been identified, and BCT limitations are therefore established
equal to BPT for the eighﬁvsubcategories.

For the remaining two sucategories, Small Processors and Renderers,
the candidate technology is in-plant controls (the former BAT). This
technology passes the BCT cost test, and BCT limitations are established
at the BAT level of control. For both subcaﬁegories, the incremental
costs associated with ﬁhe former BAT limitations are minimal. The
Agency concluded that these costs were reasonable and proposed, and
now pramulgates, BCT limitations accordingly. The Agency did not

receive any comments objecting to the proposed level of control.
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14. Mineral Mining and Processing (40 CFR Part 436)

This cateyory contains 38 subcategories; 17 have no regulations
in effect; the remainder have BPT regulations only. While scme of
the BPT regulations are based on zero discharge of process wastewater
pollutants, the Agency has not yet proposed any BCT limitations for
this category. This final rulemaking does not contain regulations

for any of the subparts of this category.

- 0203
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Permit No. AS0000019

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

In compliance with the provisions of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended, (33 U.S.C. 1251 et. seq.; the "Act"),

Star-Kist Samoa, Inc.
P.O. Box 368

Pago Pago, Tutuila
American Samoa 96799

is authorized to discharge
tuna processing wastewater (discharge 001 at 14° 16' 37" S latitude,
170° 41' 10" W longitude)

stom water runoff (discharge 002 at 14° 16' 37" S latitude,
170° 41' 12" W longitude)

fram the Star-Kist Samoa Tuna Cannery located at Pago Pago, American
Samoa to receiving waters named Pago Pago Harbor

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements and
other conditions set forth in Parts I, II and III hereof.

This pemit shall became effective on , 1985,
This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire
at midnight, » 1990.
Signed this day of s 1985

For the Regional Administrator

Director, Water Management Division

« 021%



Part I
Page 2 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

Part I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 1.44 MGD)

1. During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit and lasting through
(6 months), the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial No. 001
(tuna processing wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Maximum Average Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (d) (d) - Continuous Continuous
Temperature (°F) (d) 90 - Continuous Continuous
BOD5 (1bs/day) (4) (d) (d) Twice weekly Composite

PH (Standard Units) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 Continuous Continuous

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Suspended Solids 3.3 8.3 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 840 2,100 () Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 0.84 2.1 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b) (d) (d) (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Phosphorus (b) (a) (d) (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of 0il and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in requlations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.

(d) Reporting required only.
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Part T
Page 3 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 1.44 MGD)

2. During the period beginning (6 months) and lasting through (2 years), the permittee
is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial No. 001 (tuna processing wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Discharge Limitations

Monitoring Requirements

concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Daily Monthly
Effluent Characteristic Average Max imum Average
Flow (MGD) (d) (d) -
Temperature (°F) (d) 90 -
BOD5 (lbs/day) 16,000 33,000 (d)

PH (Standard Units) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (d)
(1bs/day)

Total Suspended Solids 3.3 8.3 -
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 840 2,100 (d)
(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a)(b) N.84 2.1 -
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b) 1,300 2,600 (Q)
(1bs/day)

Total Phosphorus (b) 260 450 (d)
(1bs/day)

Frequency

Measurement Sanple

Type

Continuous

Continuous
Continuous Continuous
Twice weekly Composite
Continuous Continuous

Twice weekly Composite

Twice weekly Calculated
Twice weekly Composite

Twice weekly Calculated

Twice weekly Composite

Twice weekly Composite

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
FPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.

(d) Revorting required only.
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Part I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 1.44 MGD)

3. During the period beginning with (2 years) and lasting through (five years),
the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial No. 001 (tuna
processing wastewater).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in mg/1
Monthly Naily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Max imum Average Frequency Type
Flow (MGD) (4d) (d) - Continuous Continuous
Temperature (°F) (3) 85 - Continuous Continuous
BOD5 (1lbs/day) 16,000 33,000 (d) Twice weekly Composite

pH (Standard Units) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 Continuous Continuous

Total Suspended Solids 3,300 8,300 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

Total Susperded Solids 3.3 8.3 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Nil and Grease (a)(b) 840 2,100 (d) Twice weekly Composite
(1bs/day)

0il and Grease (a)(b) 0.84 2.1 - Twice weekly Calculated
(1bs/1000 1bs seafood)

Total Nitrogen (b)(c) - - 0.20 Twice weekly Composite
Total Phosphorus (b)(c) - - 0.03 Twice weekly Composite

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.

(c) Median monthly value may not exceed the given limitation. In addition, 10% of the sample
results obtained during the month may not exceed 0.35 mg/1 for total nitrogen, or 0.06 mg/1
for total phosphorus.

(d) Reporting required only.
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Part I

A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (based on a maximum production rate
of 500 tons/day of seafood processed and an approximate flow rate of 1.44 MGD)

4. Turing the period beginning with the effective date of this permit and lasting through
(five years), the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall Serial No. 002
(storm water runoff).

a. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
concentration
loading in ma/1
Monthly Daily Monthly Measurement Sample

Effluent Characteristic Average Max imum Maximum Frequency Type
Temperature (°F) - - 85 (e) Discrete
pH (Standard Units) Not less than 6.5 and not greater than 8.6 (f) Discrete
Turbidity (NTU) (c) - - 0.75 (£) Discrete
0il and Grease (a)(b) - - 15 (f) Discrete
Total Nitrogen (b)(c) - - 0.20 (f) Discrete
Total Phosphorus (b)(c) - - 0.03 ] (f) Discrete

(a) The test procedure for the analysis of oil and grease shall comply with the method
described in the manual of "Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes," 1974,

EPA, Methods Development and Quality Assurance Research Laboratory, page 229 (with written
EPA approval for non-substantive changes) or an alternate procedure approved in accordance
with the procedures specified in regulations published pursuant to Section 304(h) of the Act.

(b) Samples shall be taken concurrently.

(c) Median monthly value may not exceed the given limitation. In addition, 10% of the sample
results obtained during the month may not exceed 0.35 mg/1 for total nitrogen, or 0.06 mg/1
for total phosphorus, or 1.0 NTU for turbidity.

(e) Samples shall be taken once per discharge.

(f) Samples shall be taken during the first hour of each discharge except that no more
than one sample per month is required.
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PART I
Page 6 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

5. During the period beginning with the effective date of this permit
and lasting through (five years), the discharges from Outfall
Serial No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002 shall also be limited and
monitored by the pemittee as follows:

a.

b.

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam
in other than trace amounts.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements
specified above shall be taken at the discharge of Outfall Serial
No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002. Effluent samples shall be
taken downstream from the treatment works prior to mixing with
the receiving waters.

There shall be no discharge of toxic substances that violate the
water quality standards for the Territory of American Samoa.

The discharge shall not cause objectionable odors at the surface
of the receiving waters.

Samples shall be taken and analyzed for toxic substances as
follows:

i) Cannery effluent shall be sampled and reported twice yearly at
the discharges of Outfall Serial No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002
for cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, and zinc.

ii) The bottom sediments of Pago Pago Harbor shall be sampled and
reported once vearly at locations 50 feet from the discharges of
Outfall Serial No. 001 and Outfall Serial No. 002 at a control
location selected by the permittee for total volatile solids,
total oil and grease, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, and

zinc., The control location must be within Pago Pago Harbor

away from the influence of the cannery discharges and any other
harbor discharges. The control location must be approved by

EPA, Region 9.
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PART 1
Page 7 of 20
Pexmit No. AS0000019

B. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

1. The pemmittee shall camply with effluent limitations established in
Part I.A. in accordance with the following schedule of compliance.

The permittee shall:

a. Achieve campliance with the effluent limits established in Parts
I.A.l., I.A.4., and I.A.5. by the effective date of this permit.

b. Achieve campliance with the effluent limits established
in Part I.Alz. by....l.......0".l....l..l......l..l.....(6 months)

C. Submit a report to EPA and Goverrment of American
Samoa confirming compliance with the Part I.A.2.
effluent 1imits DY.eeeeeeesreceeceecocenenceneoseaa(6 mo + 14 days)

d. Submit a report to EPA and Government of American
Samoa which evaluates progress towards achieving
campliance with effluent limits necessary for
achieving water quality standards set forth in
Part T.A.3. DYeeeecceroecorocsnecnscocenscnssscsssssescassss(l year)

e. Achieve compliance with the effluent limits
necessary for achieving water quality standards
Set forth in Part I.A'3 by......IO.'.O......0.......'.‘....(2 years)

f. Submit a report to EPA and Government of American Samoa
confimming compliance with the effluent limits
necessary for achieving water quality standards
set forth in Part I.A.3 by.eeeceeceeeasenecnsssss(2 years + 14 days)
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PART 1
Page 8 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

MONITORING AND RECORDS

1.

2.

3.

Representative Sampling

Samples and measurements taken as required herein shall be repre-
sentative of the volume and nature of the monitored discharge.

Monitoring Procedures

Monitoring must be conducted according to test procedures approved
under 40 CFR Part 136, unless other test procedures have been
specified in this pemmit.

Penalties for Tampering

The Act provides that any person who falsifies, tampers with, or
knowingly renders inaccurate any monitoring device or method required
to be maintained under this pemmit shall, upon conviction, be punished
by a fine of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment
for not more than 6 months per violation, or by both.

Reporting of Monitoring Results

Monitoring results obtained during the previous 3 months shall be
summarized for each month and submitted quarterly on forms to be
supplied by the Regional Administrator, to the extent that the
information reported may be entered on the forms. The results of
all monitoring required by this permit shall be submitted in such
a format as to allow direct camparison with the limitations and
requirements of this permit. Unless otherwise specified, discharge
flows shall be reported in terms of the average flow over each 30-
day period and the maximum daily flow over that 30-day period.
Monitoring reports shall be postmarked no later than the 28th day
of the month following the campleted reporting period. The
first report is due on

. Signed copies of these, and all other reports
required herein, shall be submitted to the Regional Administrator
and the Goverrment of American Samoa at the following address:

Regional Administrator Executive Secretary
Envirommental Protection Agency Environmental Quality Cammission
Region 9, Attn: W-1-1 Government of American Samoa

215 Fremont Street Tutuila, Pago Pago

San Francisco, CA 94105 American Samoa 96920

.+ 0219
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PART I
Page 9 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

pPefinitions

a. The "monthly average" discharge means the total discharge by weight
during a calendar month divided by the number of days in the
month that the production or cammercial facility was operating.
Where less than daily sampling is required by this permit, the
monthly average discharge shall be detemmined by the summation of
all the measured daily discharges by weight divided by the number
of days during the calendar month when the measurements were
made.

b. The "daily maximum" discharge means the total discharge by weight
during any calendar day.

C. A "discrete" sample means any individual sample collected in
less than 15 minutes.

d. A "camwposite sample" means a cambination of no fewer than eight
individual samples obtained at equal time intervals over the
production period of the day of sampling. The volume of each
individual sample shall be proportional to the discharge flow
rate at the time of sampling.

e. "Seafood" means the raw material, including freshwater and
saltwater fish and shellfish, to be processed, in the form in
which it is received at the processing plant.

Additional Monitoring by the Pemmittee

If the permittee monitors any pollutant more frequently than re-
quired by this permit, using test procedures approved under 40 CFR
Part 136 or as specified in the permit, the results of such moni-
toring shall be included in the calculation and reporting of the
data submitted in the IMR.

Averaging of Measurements

Calculations for all limitations which require averaging of measure-
ments shall utilize an arithmetic mean unless otherwise specified
by the Regional Administrator in the pemit.

Intermittent Discharge Monitoring

If the discharge is intemittent rather than continuous, then on the
first day of each such intermittent discharge, the permittee shall
monitor and record data for all the characteristics listed in the
monitoring requirements, after which the frequencies of analysis
listed in the monitoring requirements shall apply for the duration
of each such intermittent discharge. In no event shall the permit-
tee be required to monitor and record data more often than twice

the frequencies listed in the monitoring requirements.

Monitoring Modification

Monitoring, analytical, and reporting requirements may be modified
by the Regional Administrator upon due notice,
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11.

12.

PART I
Page 10 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

Retention of Records

The pemmittee shall retain records of all monitoring infommation,

including all calibration and maintenance records and all original
strip chart recordings for continuous monitoring instrumentation,

and copies of all reports required by this permit for a period of

at least three (3) years fram the date of the sample, measurement,
or report. This period may be extended by request of the Regional
Administrator at any time.

Records Content

Records of monitoring infommation shall include:

a. The date, place, and time of sampling or measurements;

b. The individual(s) who perfommed the sampling or measurements;

c. The date(s) analyses were performed:

d. The individual(s) who perfommed the analyses;

e. The analytical technigues or methods used; and

f. The results of such analyses.

Inspection and Entry

The pemmittee shall allow the Regional Administrator, or the

Executive Secretary, or an authorized representative, upon the

presentation of credentials and other documents as may be required

by law, to:

a. Enter upon the pemmittee's premises where a regulated facility
or activity is located or conducted, or where records must be

kept under the conditions of this permit;

b. Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any records that
must be kept under the conditions of this permit;

c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment (including
monitoring and control equipment), practices, or operations
regulated or required under this permit; and

d. Sample or monitor at reasonable times, for the purposes of
assuring permit compliance or as otherwise authorized by the
Act, any substances or parameters at any location. If samples
are taken, the permittee shall be given split samples upon
request.,
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PART I
Page 11 of 20
Permit No. AS0000019

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1.

Anticipated Noncampliance

The permittee shall give advance notice to the Regional
Administrator of any planned changes in the permitted facility
or activity which may result in noncampliance with permit
requirements.

Canpliance Reports

Reports of campliance or noncampliance with, or any progress reports
on, interim and final requirements contained in any compliance
schedule of this pemmit shall be submitted no later than 14 days
following each schedule date.

Monitoring Reports

Monitoring results shall be reported at the intervals specified
in Part I.C.4. of this permit.

Twenty-Four Hour Reporting of Noncampliance

The permittee shall report any noncampliance which may endanger
health or the enviromment. Any information shall be provided
orally within 24 hours from the time the permittee becomes
aware of the circumstances. A written submission shall also be
provided within 5 days of the time the permittee becames aware
of the circumstances. The written submission shall contain a
description of the noncampliance and its cause; the period of
noncampliance, including dates and times, and, if the noncampli-
ance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is expected
to continue; and steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate,
and prevent reoccurrence of the noncampliance.

The following shall be included as information which must be
reported within 24 hours:

a. Any unanticipated bypass which exceeds any effluent limitation
in the permit;

b. Any upset which exceeds any effluent limitation in the
permit; and

c. Violation of a maximum daily discharge limitation for any
toxic pollutant or hazardous substance, or any pollutant
specifically identified as the method to control a toxic
pollutant or hazardous substance, listed as such by the
Regional Administrator in the pemmit to be reported within
24 hours,
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5. Other Noncampliance

The pemmittee shall report all instances of noncampliance not
reported under Part I.D.4. at the time monitoring reports are
submitted. The reports shall contain the information listed in
Part I.D.A4.

6. Signatory Requirements

a. Applications. All pemmit applications shall be signed
as follows:

(1) For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer.
For the purposes of this section, a responsible corporate
officer means (a) a president, secretary, treasurer, or
vice-president of the corporation in charge of a princi-
pal business function, or any other person who performs
similar policy- or decision-making functions for the
corporation, or (b) the manager of one or more manu-
facturing, production, or operating facilities employing
more than 250 persons or having gross annual sales or
expenditures exceeding $25 million (in second-quarter
1980 dollars), if authority to sign documents has been
assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with
corporate procedures.

(2) For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general
partner or proprietor, respectively; or

(3) For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency:
by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected
official. For purposes of this section, a principal
executive officer of a Federal agency includes (a) the
chief executive officer of the agency, or (b) a senior
executive officer having responsibility for the overall
operations of a principal geographic unit of the agency
(e.g., Regional Administrators of EPA).

b. Reports. All reports required by pemits and other information
requested by the Regional Administrator shall be signed by a
person described in paragraph a. of this section, or by a duly
authorized representative of that person. A person is a duly
authorized representative only if:

(1) The authorization is made in writing by a person described
in paragraph a. of this section;

(2) The authorization specifies either an individual or a
position having responsibility for the overall operation
of the regulated facility or activity, such as the position
of plant manager, operator of a well or a well field,
superintendent, or position of equivalent responsibility.
(A duly authorized representative may thus be either a
named individual or any individual occupying a named

()i!ﬁg:} position.) and

(3) The written authorization is submitted to the Regional
Administrator.
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c. Changes to authorization. If an authorization under para-
graph b. of this section is no longer accurate because a
different individual or position has responsibility for the
overall operation of the facility, a new authorization
satisfying the requirements of paragraph b. of this section
must be submitted to the Regional Administrator prior to or
together with any reports, information, or applications to
be signed by an authorized representative.

d. Certification. Any person signing a document under paragraphs
a. or b. of this section shall make the following certification:

"I certify under penalty of law that this document and
all attachments were prepared under my direction or super-
vision in accordance with a system designed to assure
that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate

the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the
person or persons who manage the system, or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and camplete. I am aware that
there are significant penalties for submitting false
information, including the possibility of fine and im-
prisonment for knowing violations."

Duty to Provide Information

The permittee shall furnish to the Regional Administrator, within

a reasonable time, any information which the Regional Administrator
may request to detemmine whether cause exists for modifying,
revoking and reissuing, or terminating this permit or to determine
campliance with this permmit. The permittee shall also furnish to
the Regional Administrator upon request, copies of records required
to be kept by this pemmit.

Availability of Reports

Except for data detemmined to be confidential under 40 CFR Part 2,
all reports prepared in accordance with the terms of this permit
shall be available for public inspection at the offices of the
Regional Administrator. As required by the Act, permit applications,
pemits, and effluent data shall not be considered confidential.

Penalties for Falsification of Reports

The Act provides that any person who knowingly makes any false
statement, representation, or certification in any record or
other document submitted or required to be maintained under

this permit, including monitoring reports or reports of compliance
or noncampliance shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine

of not more than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment for
not more than 6 months per violation, or by both.
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10. Planned Changes

The permmittee shall give notice to the Director as soon as possible
of any planned physical alterations or additions to the permitted
facility. Notice is required only when:

a. The alteration or addition to the permitted facility may meet
one of the criteria for detemmining whether a facility is a
new source in 40 CFR § 122.29 (b); or

b. The alteration or addition could significantly change the
nature or increase the quantity of pollutants discharged.
This notification applies to pollutants which are subject
neither to effluent limitations in the permit, nor to notification
requirements under 40 CFR § 122.42 (a)(1).
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A. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF POLLUTION CONTROLS

1.

N
.

Proper Overation and Maintenance

The permittee shall at all times properly operate and maintain

all facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related
appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to
achieve compliance with the conditions of this permit. Proper
operation and maintenance also includes adequate laboratory controls
and appropriate quality assurance procedures. This provision
requires the operation of backup or auxilliary facilities or similar
systems which are installed by the permittee only when the operation
is necessary to achieve compliance with the conditions of the permit.

Need to Halt or Reduce Not a Defense

It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action
that it would have been necessary to halt or reduce the permitted
activity in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of
this permit.

Bypass of Treatment Facilities
a. Definitions

(1) "Bypass" means the intentional diversion of waste streams
from any portion of a treatment facility.

(2) "Severe property damage" means substantial physical
damage to property, damage to the treatment facilities
which causes them to become inoperable, or substantial
and permanent loss of natural resources which are
reasonably expected to occur in the absence of a
bypass. Severe property damage does not mean economic
loss caused by delays in production.

h. Bypass not exceeding limitations

The permittees may allow any bypass to occur which does not
cause effluent limitations to be exceeded, but only if it
also is for essential maintenance to assure efficient
operation. These bypasses are not subject to the provisions
of paragraphs c. and d. of this section.

o
o
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(1) Anticipated bypass. If the permittee knows in advance of
the need for a bypass, he shall submit prior notice, if
possible, at least 10 days before the date of the bypass.

(2) Unanticipated bypass. The permittee shall submit notice
of an unanticipated bypass as required in Part I.D.4.
(24-hour notice).

Prohibition of bypass

(1) Bypass is prohibited, and the Regional Administrator may
take enforcement action against the permittee for bypass,
unless:

(2)

(a)

(b)

(c)

Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal
injury, or severe property damage;

There were no feasible alternatives to the bypass,

such as the use of auxilliary treatment facilities,
retention of untreated wastes, or maintenance during
normal periods of equipment downtime. This condition

is not satisfied if adequate backup equipment should
have been installed in the exercise of reasonable
engineering judgement to prevent a bypass which occurred
during normal periods of equipment downtime or preventive
maintenance; and

The permittee submitted notices as required under
paragraph c. of this section.

The Regional Administrator may approve an anticipated
bypass, after considering its adverse effects, if he
determines that it will meet the three conditions listed
above in paragraph d.(1) of this section.

4, Upset Conditions

=

Nefinition

"Upset" means an exceptional incident in which there is unin-

tentional and temporary noncompliance with technology-based
permit effluent limitations because of factors beyond the
reasonable control of the permittee. An upset does not include
noncompliance to the extent caused by operational error, im-
properly designed treatment facilities, inadequate treatment

facilities, lack of preventive maintenance, or careless or
improper operation.
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b, Effect of an upset

An upset constitutes an affirmative defense to an action brought
for noncompliance with such technology-based permit effluent
limitations if the requirements of paragraph ¢ of this section
are met., No determination made during administrative review

of claims that noncompliance was caused by an upset, and before
an action for noncompliance, is final administrative action
subject to judicial review.

c. Conditions necessary for a demonstration of upset
A permittee who wishes to establish the affirmative defense of
upset shall demonstrate, through properly signed, contemporaneous
operating logs, or other relevant evidence that:

(1) An upset occurred and that the permittee can identify the
the specific cause(s) of the upset;

(2) The permitted facility was at the time being properly
operated;

(3) The permittee submitted notice of the upset as required
in Part 1.D.4. (24-hour notice); and

(4) The permittee complied with any remedial measures
required under Part II.B.4. (duty to mitigate).

d. Burden of proof

In any enforcement proceeding the permittee seeking to
establish the occurrence of an upset has the burden of proof.

5. Removed Substances

Solids, sludges, filter backwash, or other pollutants removed in
the course of treatment or control of wastewaters shall be disposed
of in a manner such as to prevent any pollutant from such materials
from entering navigable waters.

B. GENERAI, CONDITIONS
1. Duty to Comply

The permittee must comply with all conditions of this permit.
Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation of the Act and
is grounds for enforcement action; for permit termination, revo-
cation and reissuance, or modification; or denial of a permit
renewal application.

<0228
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Duty to Comply with Toxic Effluent Standards

The permittee shall comply with effluent standards or prohibitions
established under section 307(a) of the Act for toxic pollutants
within the time provided in the regulations that establish these
standards or prohibitions, even if the permit has not yet been
modified to incorporate the requirement.

Penalties for Violation of Permit Conditions

The Act provides that any person who violates a permit condition
implementing sections 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the
Act is subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day of
such violation. Any person who willfully or negligently violates
permit conditions implementing sections 301, 302, 306, 307, or 308
of the Act is subject to a fine of not less than $2,500 nor more
than $25,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment for not
more than one year, or both.

Duty to Mitigate

The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize or prevent
any discharge in violation of this permit which has a reasonable
likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the environment.

Permit Actions

This permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated
for cause. The filing of a request by the permittee for a permit
modification, revocation and reissuance, or termination, or notifi-
cation of planned changes and anticipated noncompliance, does not
stay any permit condition.

Toxic Pollutants

Notwithstanding Part II.B.5. above, if a toxic effluent standard

or prohibition (including any schedule of compliance specified in
such effluent standard or prohibition) is established under Section
307(a) of the Act for a toxic pollutant which is present in the
discharge and such standard or prohibition is more stringent than
any limitation for such pollutant in this permit, this permit

shall be revoked and reissued or modified in accordance with the
toxic effluent standard or prohibition and the permittee so notified.

Transfers

This permit is not transferable to any person except after notice
to the Regional Administrator. The Regional Administrator may
require modification or revocation and reissuance of the permit to
change the name of the permittee and incorporate such other
requirements as may be necessary under the Act.
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Transfer of Ownership or Control

In the event of any change in control or ownership of facilities
from which the authorized discharges emanate, the permittee
shall notify the succeeding owner or controller of the existence
of this permit by letter, a copy of which shall be forwarded to
the Regional Adminstrator.

Civil and Criminal Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions on "Bypasses" (Part II.A.3.)
and "Upsets" (Part II.A.4.), nothing in this permit shall be construed
to relieve the permittee from civil or criminal penalties for
noncompliance.

0Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the insti-
tution of any legal action or relieve the permittee from any
responsibilities, liahilities, or penalties to which the
permittee is or may be subject under section 311 of the Act.

State Laws

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution
of any legal action or relieve the operator from any responsiblities,
liabilities, or penalties established pursuant to any applicable
State law or regulation under authority preserved by Section 510

of the Act.

Property Rights

The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights of
any sort, or any exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any
injury to private property, or any invasion of personal rights,

nor any infringement of Federal, State, or local laws or regulations.

Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if any provision
of this permit, or the application of any provision of this permit
to any circumstance, is held invalid, the application of such
provision to other circumstances, and the remainder of this permit,
shall not be affected thereby.
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PART III

A.

REAPPLICATION

If the permittee desires to continue an activity regulated by this permit
after the expiration of the permit, the permittee must apply for and
obtain a new permit.

NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

The permittee must notify the Regional Administrator as soon as they
know or have reason to believe:

(1) That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result
in the discharge of any toxic pollutant which is not limited in the
permit, if that discharge will exceed the highest of the following
"notification levels":

(a) One hundred micrograms per liter (100 ug/1l);

(b) Two hundred micrograms per liter (200 ug/l) for acrolein and
acrylonitrile; five hundred micrograms per liter (500 ug/l) for 2,4-
dinitrophenol and for 2-methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol; and one milligram per
liter (1 mg/1) for antimony;

(c) Five (5) times the maximum concentration value reported for that
pollutant in the permit application in accordance with §122.21 (g)(9).

ZONE OF MIXING
If the Government of American Samoca grants a zone of mixing, this

permit may be reopened and modified at that time to include new effluent
limits and monitoring requirements based on the zone of mixing.
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PLUME Analysis Request from Government of American Samoa for
Tuna Cannery Mixing Zone Applications,

Paul S, Gjording
Environmental Engineer

Danny Collier
Project Officer, American Samoa S

Ken Sutherlund o
Chief, Permits and Pretreatment Section

v

William H. Pierce _
Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch

On February 11, 1985, I received informally from you the R
attached letter from Ralph Fulgham requesting assistance with
PLUME modeling for the zone of mixing applications he had
received form Star-Kist Samoa,; Inc., Samoa Packing Co., and the
ASG-Utulei Sewage Treatment Plant. In this memo, I would like
to summarize my discussions concerning this topic, and my
conclusions regarding the mixing zone and modeling. Since there
has been no discussion of the Utulei STP application, I will
address only the canneries hare.

On February 12, 1985 we discussed the cannery mixing zone
applications with Ralph Fulgham of American Samoa Government by
conference call, This discussion included Pati Faiai of American
Samoa Government, Mr, Fulgham, Mr. Collier, and mysélf. ,Mr.
Fulgham raised the concern that the water guality of the harbor
violates the water quality standards at this time, This condi-
tion implies that dilution of cannery effluent with the ambient
harbor water could not help to reduce the concentrations of
effluent pollutants to comply with the water quality standards,
In actuality, the only possible way in which water quality
standards might be met at the edge of a zone of mixing would be
for the effluent to be of higher quality than the water quality
standards. Given this situation, the four of us agreed that
modeling the initial dilution with PLUME to aid in the evaluation
of a mixing zone application, as required by the adopted water
quality standards for American Samoa, was not useful,

Furthermore, based on the following existing conditions in
the harbor, we agreed that the canneries should receive no zone
of mixing, and that their effluent should comply with the water
quality standards at the point of discharge until such time ag
the harbor waters no longer violate the water guality standards:
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1) The water quality standards of concern to the cannery
(Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus) currently are
not met in the inner harbor where the canneries discharge.
2) Dilution of the effluent in a zone of mixing by
water which already violates the water quality standards
is of no benefit to water quality.in the harbor.
3) The current degraded condition of the harbor waters
~is due in large part to the combined effluents of
the two tuna canneries, The canneries contribute
up to 97% of the total nitrogen and 96% of the total
phosphorus input to the harbor,

Attachment
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MEMO

Subject: Record of meeting regarding American Samoa tuna
cannery permits 8/21/85,

To: File
From: Paul Gjording
Participants of the meeting were:

Pati Faiai, American Samoa Government
Danny Collier, OTP

Phil Woods, WOS

Sheila Weigman, Oceans and Estuaries
Paul Gjording, Permits

Points raised by Woods:

° The canneries have taken little action in recent times to
alleviate WO problems in Pago Pago Harbor.

® The draft permit provision requiring waste stream segregation
would cause a significant improvement in the harbor WO.

° The canneries may argue that the permit provision requiring
compliance with WOS is not attainable, and may, as a result,
decide not to comply with the waste stream segregation
requirement.

° If the canneries are convinced that attainment of WQS is
possible (e.g., by demonstration of a feasible technology),
they will have to comply with the waste stream segregation
provision,

° The permit should contain toxics limits and/or toxicity
limits.

Points raised by Gjording:

° The permit provision requiring waste stream segregation
can no longer be a BCT limit, HO intends to promulgate
BCT=BPT guidelines soon. So, this provision must be an
interim compliance schedule limit,

® The Joint Study is being conducted in order to determine
the best method for the canneries to achieve WQS. As yet,
that method is not clear., However, the draft Phase 1
Report strongly suggests immediate implementation of waste
stream segregation as a simple method of improving water
quality, and as a tool to measure the recovery response of
the harbor, The Phase 2 Report will examine this plan
also.
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Conclusion: waste stream segregation should be required by
the permit with vigorous enforcement and enough flexibility
in the permit to accomodate the implementation of the option
to be recommended by the Joint Study for final compliance
with WOS. Waste stream segregation should not wait for this
recommendation,

cc: Ken Sutherland, Chief, Permits and Pretreatment
Danny Collier, OTP
Norm Lovelace, Chief, OTP
Phil Woods, WOS
Pati Faiai, ASG
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THRU: William H. Pierce

Permits and Pretreatment Section

Chief, Permits and Compliance Branch

for

On February 11, 1985, I received informally from you the @
attached letter from Ralph Fulgham requesting assistance with “
PLUME modeling for the zone of mixing applications he had
received form Star-Kist Samoa, Inc., Samoa Packing Co., and the

ASG-Utulei Sewage Treatment Plant,

In this memo,

I would

to summarize my discussions concerning this topic, and my

conclusions regarding the mixing zone and modeling.

like

Since there

has been no discussion of the Utulei STP application, I will
address only the canneries here,

On February 12, 1985 we discussed the cannery mixing zone
applications with Ralph Fulgham of American Samoa Government by

conference call,

This discussion included Pati Faiai of American

Samoa Government, Mr. Fulgham, Mr. Collier, and myself. Mr,

Fulgham raised the concern that the water quality of the harbor

violates the water quality standards at this time.

This condi-

tion implies that dilution of cannery effluent with the ambient
help to reduce the concentrations of
comply with the water quality standards,
possible way in which water quality

at the edge of a zone of mixing would be
of higher quality than the water quality
situation, the four of us agreed that
modeling the initial dilution with PLUME to aid in the evaluation
of a mixing zone application, as required by the adopted water
quality standards for American Samoa, was not useful,

harbor water could not
effluent pollutants to
In actuality, the only
standards might be met
for the effluent to be
standards, Given this

Furthermore, based on the following existing conditions in
the harbor, we agreed that the canneries should receive no zone
of mixing, and that their effluent should comply with the water
quality standards at the point of discharge until such time as
the harbor waters no longer violate the water guality standards:
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1) The water quality standards of concern to the cannery
(Total Nitrogen and Total Phosphorus) currently are
not met in the inner harbor where the canneries discharge,
2) Dilution of the effluent in a zone of mixing by
water which already violates the water quality standards
is of no benefit to water quality in the harbor.
3) The current degraded condition of the harbor waters
is due in large part to the combined effluents of
the two tuna canneries, The canneries contribute
up to 47% of the total nitrogen and 96% of the total
phosphorus input to the harbor,

Attachment
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FACT SHEET

NPDES permit AS0000019 Star-Kist Samoa

Description of Discharge

The Star-Kist Samoa tuna cannery is located on Tutuila
Island, American Samoa. Process discharges from the cannery
enter Pago Pago Harbor at 14° 16' 37" South latitude and
170° 41' 10" West longitude. Storm water discharges enter
the harbor at 14° 16' 37" South latitude and 170° 41' 12"
West longitude. The cannery receives whole tuna which is
processed into canned tuna and dried fish meal. Waste streams
from this operation consist mainly of fish waste, fresh
water, and sea water which are treated by the Dissolved Air
Floation (DAF) process. The DAF sludge is barged to sea for
disposal. Approximately 500 tons of fish are processed per
day. The resulting discharge is 1.44 MGD.

BCT Determination

The Clean Water Act (the Act) requires compliance with
effluent limitations based on the application of Best Con-
ventional Pollutant Control Technology (BCT) no later than
July 1, 1984. EPA has proposed BCT limits for tuna processing,
but these limits have not been finalized. In such a case,
the permit writer is required to exercize Best Professional
Judgement in making a determination of the type of pollutant
control technology which meets BCT requirements. On October
29, 1982, EPA published proposed effluent guidelines in the
Federal Register which set BCT limits equal to Best Practicable
Control Technology (BPT). Since these guidelines will soon
be published in final, it is the Best Professional Judgement
of the permit writer that BCT limits for this facility be
set at BPT levels.

Effluent Limitations

The effluent limits set forth in this permit are based
on BCT as outlined above. 1In addition, the permit imposes
more stringent final and interim limits in order to bring the
discharge into compliance with the Pago Pago Harbor water
quality standards. The BCT limits are based on effluent guide-
lines for tuna processing found at 40 CFR §408 Subpart N.
These guidelines contain limits for total suspended solids
(TSS), oil and grease (0&G), and pH. The BCT effluent limits
must be met immediately. The interim limits may be met by
eliminating the high strength press and precooker waste streams
from the effluent. These interim limits for BOD, nitrogen, and
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phosphorus are hased on the increased pollutant control
available with waste stream segregation. The interim limits
must be met within 6 months. Final limits for total nitrogen
and total phosphorus are imposed after two years to ensure
that these pollutants do not cause violations of water quality
standards in the receiving waters.

Calculation of Effluent Limits

Net value credit has not been granted for any of the
pollutants requested in the application as the discharge from
the tuna cannery contributes substantially to the presence of
these pollutants in the intake water. Regulations found at 40
CFR 122.45 (h)(2) prohibit adjusting "effluent limitations...to
the extent that the discharger significantly increases concen-
trations of pollutants in the intake water..."

All waste streams, including Dryer Scrubber Water, Boiler
Blowdown, and Retort Cooling Water must be treated and discharged
through the process water outfall 001. Waste streams proposed
for discharge from outfall 002 in the permit application contain
significant amounts of nitrogen and phosphorus and would contribute
to aggravated violation of water quality standards for these
parameters if discharged without treatment. Also, the high
temperature of these waste streams would violate the water
quality standards for termperature. Mixing this thermal discharge
in the process discharge will lessen its impact on the receiving
water. Storm water runoff may be discharged through the non-
process outfall 002. FEffluent limitations for the process
waste discharge were calculated based on the total flow rates
reported in the permit application:

Maximum Monthly Average
2.57 MGD 1.44 MGD

Technology-Based Limits

BCT limits for TSS and 0&G are based on the production
rate applied for by the permittee, and the production based
factors promulgated in the BPT effluent guidelines for the
tuna processing point source category. These factors are
given as Discharge Limitations in the permit along with mass
limitations based on an estimated production rate of 500 tons
per day. These BCT limits must be met immediately.



Final Limits Based on Water Quality Standards

The Act also requires that the discharge comply with
effluent limitations based on any water quality standards
applicable to the receiving waters. 1In 1981, the American
Samoa Government adopted, and EPA approved, Water Quality
Standards for American Samoa which contain numerical limits
for pollutant concentrations allowed in the waters of Pago
Pago Harbor. Water quality limitations for nitrogen, phosphorus,
and temperature are shown in the following table:

Median not Not to exceed Not to exceed
to exceed given value given value
Parameter given value 10% of the time 2% of the time
Total N (mg/1) 0.20 0.35 0.50
Total P (ma/1) 0.03 0.06 0.09

Temperature shall not exceed 85° F at any time.

The pH range shall be 6.5 to 8.6 and be within 0.2 pH units
of that which would occur naturally.

These limits must be met within two years. Part III.C. of
the permit allows the permit to be reopened and modified to
include new limits if a zone of mixing is approved.

Interim Limits

Interim limits are imposed to ensure that progress is
made towards compliance with water quality standards. These
interim limits may be met by the use of DAF treatment and
seqgregation of high strength press and precooker waters from
the plant effluent for disposal at sea. The "Joint Study
of Fish Cannery Wastewater Effluent Loading Reduction at Pago
Pago Harbor, American Samoa" prepared by CH2M Hill in 1984
discusses this treatment method in depth and strongly suggests
its implementation. It is a simple method which would signif-
icantly improve the water quality of the harbor. Implementation
of this technology is economically reasonable, and results in
a discharge similar to that of tuna processing facilities
which employ a solubles plant to recover oils from the high
strength tuna processing waters. This level of treatment can
be accomplished with simple in-plant control modifications.
Implementation requires modifications to plant waste water
conveyances, which will remove the press and precooker waters
from the DAF influent, construction of new tankage to store
this flow, and use of a waste transport vessel which has adequate
capacity to carry the increased waste volume. These limits
must be met within 6 months.



POTW Cost Test

The cost of implementing this treatment method was calcu-
lated using the Publicly Owned Treatment Plant (POTW) cost
test as described in the proposed BCT effluent guidelines
published in the Federal Register on October 29, 1982. The
incremental cost per pound of pollutant removed by waste stream
segregation was calculated based on the increased removal of
BOD.

The incremental cost is composed of two separate costs: capital
cost of in-plant modifications to separate press and precooker
waters from DAF influent, and the increased costs for the
barging of additional wastes to sea for dumping. The capital
costs were estimated based on information contained in the
"Joint Study" and the "Joint Study Addendum" of January, 1985.
The report estimated that the in-plant modifications would
cost $480,000. This cost was then annualized over the predicted
life of the proposed modifications and additions. We have
assumed a lifetime of 15 years. The resulting cost is $80,000
per year based on a 15% interest rate. The CH2M Hill report
estimated the operating costs and the barging of the additional
wastes at $960 per day.

These costs are used to calculate the cost per pound of
BOD removed from the discharge. The effluent BOD reduction
resulting from waste stream segregation is calculated based
on the following information from the CH2M Hill study (page 3-19)1,
(page 3~7)2, and mass loadings as reported in the permit
application3:

BOD Fraction Press & Effluent

Ef fluent Contributed Precooker DAF BOD

BOD Load by Press & BOD Load Treatment Reduction
Flow (1bs/day)3 Precookerl (1bs/day) Efficiency? (lbs/day)
Daily 41,418 0.40 16,567 50% 8,284
Maximum
Monthly 20,350 0.40 8,140 50% 4,070
Average

(Since DAF treatment removes 50% of all BOD from the waste
water, we can expect that a given reduction of BOD loading to
the DAF units would result in an effluent reduction equal to
50% of the influent reduction. So, the incremental BOD
reduction in implementing waste stream segregation is 50% of
the BOD load of the two segregated streams.)



The cost per pound of BOD removed on average is calculated
for the annualized capital costs, and for the operating and
barging costs as follows:

Annualized capital costs

($80,000/yr)/((4,070 lbs/day) (365 days/yr)) = $0.05/1b
Operating and Barging costs

($960/day)/(4,070 lbs/day) = $0.24/1b

Total incremental cost of segregating waste streams

$0.29/1b

This pollutant removal cost is comparable to the incremental
cost for a POTW to upgrade from secondary to Advanced Secondary
Treatment. 1In the proposed guidelines published on October
29, 1982 and on September 20, 1984, EPA selected economically
reasonable treatment technologies based on comparisons of
industry cost to the incremental costs for a POTW to upgrade
it's treatment. EPA calculated incremental costs for POTW's
of $0.27 and $0.71 per pound of pollutant removed in 1976
dollars.

Calculation of Interim Limits

The interim BOD limits are based on the elimination of
press and precooker BOD loads from the discharge. The limits
are calculated as the reported BOD effluent load less the
BOD reduction predicted as shown below:

Predicted
Flow Reported BOD Load3 BOD Reduction Effluent limit
Daily Maximum 41,418 1lbs/day 8,284 lbs/day 33,000 lbs/day
Monthly Ave. 20,350 1lbs/day 4,070 1lbs/day 16,000 lbs/day

The interim nitrogen and phosphorus limits are calculated
similarly:

N Fraction Press & Effluent

Effluent Contributed Precooker DAF N

N Load by Press & N Load Treatment Reduction
Flow (lbs/day)3 Precookerl (1bs/day) Efficiency2 (1bs/day)
Daily 4,028 0.60 2,416 40% 1,450
Maximum
Monthly 2,103 0.60 1,262 40% 757
Average



P Fraction Press & Effluent

Effluent Contributed Precooker DAF P

P Load by Press & P Load Treatment Reduction
Flow (1bs/day)3 Precooker (1bs/day) Efficiency2 (1lbs/day)
Daily 707 0.60 424 40% 255
Max imum
Monthly 411 0.60 247 40% 148
Average

{Since NAF treatment removes 40% of all nitrogen and phosphorus
from the waste water, we can expect that a given reduction

of these pollutants to the DAF units would result in an
effluent reduction equal to 60% of the influent reduction.

So, the incremental nutrient reduction in implementing waste
stream seqregation is 60% of the nutrient load of the two
segregated streams.)

The limits are calculated as the reported effluent
loads less the predicted reductions as shown below:

Flow

Dailv Maximum

Monthly Ave.

Flow

Daily Maximum

Monthly Ave.

Reported N load3

Predicted
N reduction

Nitrogen
Effluent limit

4,028 1lbs/day

2,103 lbs/day

Reported P load3

1,450 l1lbs/day

757 1lbs/day

Predicted
P reduction

2,600 lbs/day

1,300 lbs/day

Phosphorus
Effluent limit

707 1lbs/day

411 1bs/day

255 lbs/day

148 1lbs/day

The interim limits must be met within 6 months.

Schedule of Compliance

450 lbs/day

260 lbs/day

The permit's schedule of compliance requires the permittee
to bring the discharge into compliance with the water quality

standards within two years.

If, during this time, nitrogen

and phosphorus levels in the receiving waters drop due to the
removal of press and precooker waters to the point that the

water quality standards are no longer violated,
possible for the cannery to receive a zone of mixing for

these pollutants from the American Samoa Government.
Part III.C.

of mixing may also be granted for temperature.
of the permit allows the permit to be reopened and modified
to include new effluent limits and monitoring requirements

based on such a zone of mixing.

it would be

A zone



pH

The effluent limits for pH are based on water quality
standards for Pago Pago Harbor. The 1% pH rule can not be
applied to these limits as requested in the permit application
since the pH limits are required to ensure compliance with
the water quality standards. These limits must be met immedi-
ately.

Storm Water Limits

Monitoring requirements for the storm water discharge 002
are based on water quality standards. The limit of 15 mg/1
0il and gqrease is imposed to prevent the presence of visible
0il and grease in the receiving water.

Procedures for Decision Making

Notice of the Regional Administrator's intent to issue

this permit is being sent to

as required by regulations at
40 CFR 124.10. Anyone wishing to comment on the proposed
permit may do so in writing for a period of 30 days following
the date of public notice. The comment period may be extended
at the discretion of the Regional Administrator. Comments
should be addressed to:

Paul Gijording (W-5-1)
EPA Region 9

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Comments must be received by .

Anv interested party may request that a public hearing
be held concerning this proposed action. Requests must be in
writing and must be received during the 30 day comment period.

For further information, please contact Paul Gjording at
(415) 974~7367.
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Star-Kist SAMOA, Jrc.

P.O. Box 368 - Paco Pago TUTUILAISLAND « AMERICANS AMOA

December 19, 1984

Permits & Compliance Branch
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Subject: NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL, STAR-KIST SAMOA AS0000019

Attached herewith are consolidated permit application forms for
renewal of the subject NPDES permit. The present permit expires on
March 31, 1985. We previously requested a time extension for
filing in order to obtain sample analyses done at a contract labora-
tory outside of American Samoa.

Star-Kist Samoa Inc. has made substantial changes in its canning
facility during the past few years and has plans for future expansion
during the life of the next permit. The present permit was written
against EPA's effluent guidelines for 210 tons of raw fish production
per day. At the present time Star-Kist Samoa is typically operating
above 300 tons/day and expects to be at 450 tons/day within the next
twelve months, reaching perhaps 500 tons/day within the life of this
permit renewal. Therefore, we would request that the renewed permit
be based upon 500 tons/day of raw fish.

The increased production has required some changes in water hand-
ling within the cannery. Specifically a new fish meal reduction plant
was recently completed with uses a considerable volume of sea water
for scrubbing of meal dryer gases. As this flow is essentially a clean
water flow having Some elevation in temperature we would wish to dis-
continue sending this flow to the waste water treatment plant by creat-
ing a non-process water discharge as we have at our other facilities.
This would be outfall 002 and would utilize an existing storm drain,
which presently discharges runoff water from across the roadway adjacent
to the cannery, and empties into Pago Pago Harbor under our dock. The

0240
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" Permits & Compliance Branch -2 December 19, 1984

coordinates of this new outfall 002 would be 149 16' 37" South Latitude
and 170° 41' 12" West Longitude. Also, retort cooling water, which is
potable water used in cooling the cans after sterilization having an
elevated temperature, we would wish to add this flow to outfall 002. At
the present, much of the retort water is stored and used for cleanup of
the plant, but the remainder unnecessarily dilutes the process waste at
the waste water treatment plant. In addition, we would also request we
be allowed to discharge boiler blowdown water through outfall 002.

A considerable volume of sea water pumped from the receiving waters
is used in both the process and non-process functions within the cannery.
Therefore, we would like to apply for net value credit for outfalls 001
and 002. The data contained under "intake" within section V of Form 2-C
for both of these outfalls 1is based upon estimated values of the per-
centage of sea water used under average conditions compared to the total
for each waste stream.

On September 2, 1982 Star-Kist Samoa, Inc. petitioned for modifica-
tion to its NPDES permit in order to take advantage of a new rule effective
July 6, 1982, (Federal Register June 4, 1982, PP 24534-24538) which would
allow for facilities that continuously monitor effluent pH to be allowed
to deviate from pH limitations up to 1% of the time during any calendar
month as long as no single excursion was in excess of 60 minutes. We
would request that this modification be made to our renewed permit.

If any further information is required in order to proceed with this
permit renewal please do not hesitate to contact me or Jeff Naumann,
Manager Environmental Engineering, at Star-Kist Foods (213) 548-4411 Ext.
63109.

Yours very truly,

STAR-KIST SAMOA, INC.

e ,~“”GREGORY L. DEERING
—_ President & General Manager

/tsl
Attachments

cc: Mr. J. Naumann, Star-Kist Foods, Inc.
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[fill~iP areas are spaced for elite type, ie., 12 characters/inch).
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Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0175

FORM U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 1. EPA 1.D. NUMBER
2 , GENERAL INFORMATION e x:
\ Y4 Consolidated Permits Program F
GENERAL (Read the “General Instructions” before starting.) 0B B 5 =1
CENEARAL INSTRUCTIONS

N

. LOCATION

PLEASE PLACE LABEL IN THIS SPAC

< \LA{LT{EMS
2812 ougin N
\II}. FA\CIL}TY\AQE\
SN NN
e arpnges,

OO

vi

AR

POLLUTANT CHARACTERISTICS _toaii et coo
INSTRUCTIONS: Complets A through J to dstermine whe
gquestions, you must submit this form and the supplemental f
if the supplemental form is attached. If you answer *n
is excluded from permit requirements; see Section C of the instructions. See also,

\\\

if & preprinted label hss been provided, atfix
it in the designated space. Raview the inform-
ation carefully; if any of it is incorrect, cross
through it and enter the correct dats in the
sppropriate fill-in srea below. Also, if any of
the preprinted data is absent [the arss to the
laft of the iabel space lists the information
that should appear), pisase provide It in the
proper fill—in areafs) below, If the label is
complete and correct, you need not complets
Items 1, W, V, and VI fexcept VI-8 which
must be completed regardless). Complete sii
items if no label has been provided. Refer to
the instructions for datsiled item descrip-
tions and for the legal authorizations under
which this data Is collected.

i I
or you need to submit any permit application forms to the EPA. If you snswer “yas” to any

orm listed in the parenthesis following the question. Mark “X"
0" to each question, you need not submit an

" in the box in the third column
y of these forms. You may answer “no” if your activity
Section D of the instructions for definitions of bold—faced terms.

SPECIFIC QUESTIONS

ATTACHED

SPECIFIC QUESTIONS

RK 'X*

FORM
ATYACH KO

A. Is this tacility a publicly owned trsstment works

which resuits in 8 discharge 10 waters of the U.S.?
{FORM 2A)

Does or will this facility feither existing or proposed)
include 8 concentrsted anima! feeding operstion or
squatic animal production facility which results in 8
discharge to waters of the U.S.? (FORM 2B)

C. Is this a facility which currently results in discharges
to waters of the U.S. other than those described in |-

E. Does or will this facility treat, store, or dispose of

. Is this a proposed Tacility fother than thoss deveribed

in A or B sbove) which will result in o dischurge to
waters of the U.S.? (FORM 2D)

A or B above? (FORM 2C)

hazardous wastes? (FORM 3)

y U}

. Do you or will you inject st this facility industrial or

municipal effluent below the lowermost stratum con-
teining, within one quarter mile of the well bore,
underground sources of drinking water? (FORM 4)

le'-‘pq'éx

G. Do vou or will you inject at this facility any produc

water or other fluids which are brought to the surface
in connection with conventions! oil or nstural g8s pro-
duction, inject fiuids used for enhanced recovery of
oil or natural gas, or inject fluids for storage of liquid

hydrocarbons? (FORM 4)

3

. Do you or will you inject at this facility fiuids for spe-

cial processes such as mining of sulfur by the Frasch
process, solution mining of minerals, in situ combus-
:ion of ﬁ;ni! fuel, or racovery of geothermal snergy?
FORM 4

1. s this Tacility a propossd stationary source which is

. one of the 28 industrial categories listed in the in-
structions and which will potentisily emit 100 tons
per year of any air poliutant regulated under the

Ciean Air Act and may sffect or be locsted in an
attainmaent arsa? (FORM 5) )

lil. NAME OF FACILITY

s
1

T T 1T i
sKIP

. Is this Tacility a proposed stationary source which &

NOT one of the 28 industrial categories listed in the
instructions and which will potentially emit 250 tons
per ysar of any sir pollutant regulsted under the Clsan
Air Act and may atfect or be iocsted in an attainment
srea? (FORM 5) -

v
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VL. SIC CODES (4-digit, in order of priority ) g LR B TR IEINNTEE e £ I AR Vo, S EE 20 AR
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ra 2' 0' V' fspecify; b ' T T Topectry;
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1) ( 7 ™= | L | 4
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: A. NPOES (Discharges to Surface Water) D. P$D (Air Emissions from Proposed Sources)
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- J9INJ 1A.5.0,0,0,0,0.1 9 s _J9|P T PP 1
e B. UIC (Underground Injection of Fluids) E. OTHER (speclfy) -
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1'9. 1 - — e 191 | 0D79-0 ].-./ 02, . OCEAN DUMPING (JOINT)
4 I €. RCRA (Hazardous Wastes) B. OTHER (specify)
”/'e Y] LI B ] I L] L) L ¥ 1 T 7 elri i ¥ 1 ¥ 1 ) LI ) 1) ) i 1 ] cf,
: 1L N N
h (Y TER EY) - %0 ] s3f{is] s3[ ve 3
g X1 Map SEEENETR . 44 A ¥

Attach to this application topographic map of the_ area extending to at least 0:e mile beyond property bounderies. The map must show

the outline of the facility, the location of each of its existing and proposed intake and discharge structures, each of its hazardous waste
- § Wreatment, storage, or disposal facilities, and each well where it injects fluids underground. Inciude ail springs, rivers and other surface
.4 water bodies in the map area. See instructions for precise requirements, . . .

XIl. NATURE OF BUSINESS fprovide & brief description

»

.4 CANNING OF TUNA AND PETFOOD, PRODUCTION OF FISH MEAL FROM FISH SCRAP AND MANUFACTURING OF
;" SANITARY FOOD CANS FOR USE IN THE CANNERY.

chme | y mediately responsible for obtaining the information conteined in the
qopltc:at:on, I believe that the information ig true, sccurate and complets. | am aware thet there are significant penaslties for submitting
false information, Including the possibility of fine and imprisonment. . . ‘

A. MAME & OFFICIAL ﬂTL!ﬁge or print) B. SIGNATURE :

GREGORY L. DEERI
President and General. Manager =
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) . e ,EPA 1.D. NUMBER (copy from Item I of Fo~ }
Please print or type in the unshaded areas OM ok Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0173
FORM U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
o APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO DISCHARGE WASTEWATER
zc \"EPA EXISTING MANUFACTURING. COMMERCIAL, MINING AND SILVICULTURAL OPERATIONS
NPDES Consolidated Permits Program

. OUTFALL LOCATION
For each outfall, list the Iatitude and longitude of its location to the nearest 15 seconds and the n

ame of the receiving water.

A.N%u';:"l\nLL 8. LATITUDE C. LONGITUDE D. RECEIVING waTER (name,
(list) 1. ORe. 2. Min, 3. sme, 1. DEaG. 2. Man, 3. swe,
001 14 16 37 170 41 10 PAGO PAGO HARBOR
002 14 16 37 170 41 12 PAGO PAGO HARBOR

A e Cam,

A. Attach 3 line drawing showing the water fiow through the facility, Indicate sources of intake water, Operations contributing wastewater to the effluent,
and trsstrment units !abeied to correspond to the more detailed descriptions in Item g, Construct a water balance on the line drawing by showing average
flows between intakes, operations, treatment units, and outfalls. If s water balance cannot be determined fe.g, for certain mining activities), provide a
pictoriai description of the nature and amount of any sources of water and any collection or trestment measures.

8. For each outfaii, provide a description of: (1) Al operations contributing wastewater to the effluent, including process wastewater, sanitary wastewater,
cooling water, and storm watar runoff; (2) The average flow contributed by each operation; and (3) The treatment received by the wastewater, Continye
on additional sheets if necessary,

1.0uUT- 2. OPERATION(S) CONTRIBUTING FLOW 3. TREATMENT
"\(}L",)m: . 2. OPERATION (list) 5. 7:’:’::1':9;‘;;.5:?“' a. DESCRIPTION o. '-",12,‘3253.',’“”
PROCESS WASTEWATER 0.9 mgd | SCREENING 1-1 |
001 FLOCCULATION, COAGULATION | 1-G | 2-p
- DISSOLVED ATR FLOTATION 1-H |
: OCEAN DISCHARGE | 4-B |

SLUDGE _OCEAN DUMPING

NON-PROCESS WASTEWATER 0.54 mgd | yong
] 002| (RETORT COOLING WATER, ;
1 SCRUBBER WATER, BOILER |
g BLOWDOWN, STORM WATER T

RUNOFF)

—— —

0247
OFFICIAL USE ONLY (effluent guidelines sub-categories)

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80) PAGE 1 OF 4 CONTINUE ON REVERSE
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" CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT

C. gxeept for storm runoff, leaks, or spills, are any of the discharges described in Items li-A or B im;rmitum Or seasonal?
[ ves (compiete the following tabie)

X no o to section Iy
: 3. FREQUENCY 4. FLOW
1. OUTFALL 2. OPERATION(s) 8 0avs |b monTns| & FLOW mATE “(;,f;;‘y"w‘,',ﬁ‘;,‘,’,mf c DUR-
NUMBER CONTRIBU_TING FLOwW FER WEEK | PER YEAR < ATION
(lisz) (list) Sepecity AR Bl LT I svemnse | T o™ | (in doye

Hi. MAXIMUM PRODUCTION :
A. Does an effiyent guideline limitation
X1 ves (complete Item 1118,

EPA under Section 304 of the Clean Water Act 2pply to your fac
[Owo (to to section 1v)

ility?

@v:s (complete Item [1].C)

C. !f you enswered “Yes" 1o
and units used in the appli

[Ono (g0 to Section 1v)

Item 111-B, list the quantity which represents an actual measurement of your maximum leve! of production, expressed in the terms
cable effluent guideline, and indicate the affected outfalls.

1. MAXIMUM QUANTITY

2. AFFECTED

OUTFALLS
8. QUANTITY PR DAY b. uNITS OF MEASURE € orenavion. '(:;::i?;‘) TATEmAL. wre. (ist outfall numbers)
. 500 TONS/DAY RAW TUNA PROCESSING (THAW, COOK, CANNING) 001

V. IMPROVEMENTS

e )
A. Are you now required by any Federa!, State ar loca! authority to meet any implementation schedule for the construction, upgrading or operstion of waste-

© water treatment equipment or practices or any other environmental programs which may affect the discharges described in this application? This includes,
but is not limited 10, permit conditions, administrative or enforcement orders, enforcement compliance schedule letters, stipuiations, court orders, and grant
or loan conditions. YES (complete the following table) [Owo (o to item 1v.3)

" lotn';r:::::r:":rzizrfm-non, = AF:ECTED SUTFALLS _ 3. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT :"'?:':e !f?i:
8 no. . BOUNCE OF DISCHARGE . AUINED JECTED
: |
: T ) ' OBTAIN MIXING ZONE IN ORDER TO MEET
MIXING ZONE 001 PROCESS WASTE- WATER QUALITY STANDARDS SET BY NONE 0
WATERS AMERICAN SAMOA GOVERNMENT
- 0248

B. OPTIONAL: You May attach additional sheets describing any additional water potlution control
vour discharges] you now have underway or which you plan. indicate whe
planned schedules for constructio

programs (or other environmental projects which may stfect
n. DMARK X IF DESCRIPTION OF A

ther each program is now underway or planned, and indicate your actusl or
DDITIONAL CONTROL PROGRAMS IS ATTACHED
EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80) . PAGE 2 OF 4

CONTINUE ON PAGE 3




['t_mx 4« NUMBER (copy from Item | of Form i)
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2
V. INTAKE AND EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS St Er e, =

A,B,&C: Seeinstructions before proceeding — Compiete one set of tables for each outfall — Annotate the outfall number in the space provided,
o NOTE: Tabies V-A, V-8B, and V-C are included on separate sheets numbered V-1 through V-9, :

Form Appro

D. Use the space below to list any of the poilutants listed in Table 2
) discharged from any outfall. For every pollutant vou list, briefly
possession.

c-3 of the instructions, which You know or have reason to believe is discharged or may be
describe the reasons you believe it to be present and report any 3nalytical data in your

1. POLLUTANT 2. SOURCE 1. POLLUTANT

2. SOURCE

| '
N.A. ,

VI. POTENTIAL DISCHARGES NOT COVERED BY ANALYSIS

A. Is any pollutant listed in item V-C a substance or a companent of a substance which you do
8s an intarmediate or final product or byproduct?

R A R

R I A L

or expect that you will o

(3 YEs flist all such pollutants below) [¥n~o (eo to ttem vI.B)

N.A.

8. Are Your operations such that your raw mat

| erials, processes, or products can reasonably be expected to vary so that your discharges of poliutants may during
e the next 5 years exceed two times the maxi

mum values reported in {tem V?

T3 YES (complete Item VI.C below) Eno (go to Section viI)

etail the sources and expected tevels of
ur ability at this time. Continue on addi

ALTHOUGH PRODUCTION IS NOT EXPECTED TO EXPAND

PAST IT IS.SCHEDULED TO EXPAND SUBSTANTIALLY, SO THAT THE DISCHARGE OF CONVENTIONAL

POLLUTANTS WILL RISE ACCORDINGLY. THE TREATMENT PLANT HAS RECENTLY BEEN EXPANDED
TO HANDLE THE FUTURE PRODUCTION EXPANSION

;€. 1 you answered " Yes" to Item V1B,

explain below and describe in d
discharged from each outfail over the

such poltutants which YOu anticipate will be
next 5 years, to the best of vo

tional sheets if you need more space.

TO "TWO TIMES" THE LEVEL OF THE RECENT

0249

PA Form 3510-2C (6-80) PAGE 30OF 4 CONTINUE ON REVERSE




o

" CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT ,
Vil.. BIOLOGICAL TOXICITY TESTINY DATA

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe t
receiving water in relation to your discharge withi

et
3
e

hat sny biologicai
n the lest 3 years?

te

O ves (identify the lest(s) and describe their purposes below)

[XNo (o to Section VIII

VIl CONTRACT ANALYSIS INFORMATION

e L T e e

5 R STy

Were sny of the analyses reported in ftem V performed by a contract laboratory or

X} ves (list the name, address, and tele,

'phone number of, and pollutonts
onalyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below)

A. NAME

cosulting fim?

N

JNo (g0 to Section IX)

B. ADDRESS C. TELEPHONE

(area code & no.)

L. POLLUYANYE ANALYZED
{list) §

AECOS LABORATORIES

970 N. KALAHEO AVE.

(808) 254~5884

SUITE A300
KAILUA, HAWAII 96734

IX.CERTIFICATION

! certify under pena/tj( of law that | hs
attachments and that, ‘based on

formation is true, accurste and complete. | am aware that there are significan
pussibility of fine and imprisonment,

ve personally examined and am familiar

A NAME & OFFICIAL TITLE ({ype or print)

with the information submitted in this spplication and ?Il
my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, | believ.e that 'rhe in-
t penalties for submitting false information, including the

COD, COLOR, AMMONTI/
TOC

GREGORY L. DEERING
President & General Manager

C. SIGNATURE

B. PHONE NO. tarea code & no.)

(684)
633-1652

0250

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80)

D. DATE SIGNED

PAGE 4 OF 4



g e e

EPA 1.0. NUMBER (copy fram Tem T of Form 1]
PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE IN THE UNSHADED AREAS ONLY. You may report some or all of

this information on separate sheets fuse the same format/ instead of completing these pagoes. : *
SEE INSTRUCTIONS. . ‘o Form Approved OMB No, 158-RO173 -
» ,ze_,‘i“oaéxu?u.;i;;* bl Al LN AT i 'k“*f‘é"»’ta‘x“-' Pkt I CUTHALL NO
V. INTAKE AND EFFLUENT (_:HARACTERISTICS fcontinued from page 3 of Farm 2-C) ot r ,;,5, ‘,;_Y 4 _- ) i ‘ R R .1?“ s J{?“ a . 001
PART A - You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every pollutent in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See instructions for additional details.
. 2. EFFLUENT ( J.TUNII;S . 4. INTAKE (uptional)
speci yi an -
{- POLLUTANT | o MAXIMUM DAILY vaLUE [ MAKIMYIS, Wby VALUE [CLONG TR ARy VALUE d N0 or [T AVERAGE VALE b No of |
A . - X NALYSE®
concgy(:v,nAnou (2} mass CONI’:LL'V,'-AT'UN (:) mass CONC!_L’V’”A"OON (2) mass ANALYSES TRATION b MASS CONC&LY’NA'ION (2) Mass ANALYSE
a. Biochemical .
Oxygen Demand 7,
(BODy 4470 41,418 | 2343 20, 350 12 mg/1 1bs 183 1145 1
b. Chemical , . . !
Oxygen Demandl -
oD 4400 | 42,370 | 6 mg/1 1bs 210 1314
€. Total Organic
Cerbon (TOC) 860 11,246 1 mg/1 1bs % 7 11 1
d. Total Suspended ' .
Solids (755 873 5257 155 100 mg/1 1bs 38 238 1
®. Ammonia (as N) 298 3897 1 mg/l 1bs 0.555 3.5 1
VALUE VALUE VALUE : VALUE -
f. Flow 1
1.568 1.066 0.899 365 mgd 0.75 .
9. Tomporature VALUE VALUE VALUE Oc VALUE
(winter) 33.3 26.1 25.4 90 30-6 1
h, Temperature VALUE VALUE VALUE . VALUE
(summer) 34.4 . 28.9 25,2 90 °C
MINIMUM IMAXIMUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM — — /
I.pH e STANDARD UNITS
6.0 9.4 7.2 8.0 ,/—/\\\.‘. 100 .
PART B - Mark “X" in column 2-a for each pollutant you know or have reason to believe is present. Mark X" in column 2-b for each pollutant you believe to be absent. If you mark
column 2-a for any pollutant, you must provide the results of at least one analysis for that pollutant. Complete one table for each outfall. See the instructions for additioral
details and requirements.

\ : -

. POLLUT- [2 MARK 'x- 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (optional)
. 3 LONG T (4 . VALUE 3 LONG TEHM _
‘RS NGY 12 T% e o maximom DALY varve |5 WAX Iy G VALGE ¢ EFovalab ey 00 a concen] o wno AVERAGE VALLe I No. or
» - - - 3 - -
"fdlla"dbh‘) !:-'s" S‘I.'GV CONCEL"’“‘?'ON ‘1, MASS CONC FL‘T’IATION ‘2' MASY Cf)Nl.‘LN'VﬂATION ", Mass VSES TRAT.ON (fo"l’f!“‘""l"lc" (" MAass sts
. Bromide
(24959.67-9) X
b. Chiorine,
Tots! Residual X i
c. Color ALPHA
X 200 N.A. 1 UNITS N.A, 6 N.A. 1
¢. Fecel
+Coumrm X
e, Fluoride
(16984.48.8) X
L
f. Nitrate-
Nitrite (as N) X

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80) PAGE V-t CONTINUE ON REVERSE




OM FRONT

OUTFALL 001

ITEM Vv-B CONTINUED FR

1. POLLUT-

2. MARK ‘X'

3. EFFLUENT

ANT AND A mr
CAS NO.
If availabie)

b wr

a
SeNT | arwr

SLAAA] XTET RN
. .-

8. MAXIMUM.DAILY VALUE 1

b. MAXIM

{1 mysi?ng@}Lv ALUE

4. UNITS

5. INTAKE {optional) .

(D
concaxr-.noa[ {2} masa

A
CONCENTRATION

{7) mass

CONCPNTRATION

c.LWﬂY’nf. VALUE

{2) masa

d. NO.OF
ANAL-
YSES

8. CONCEN-
TRATION

h. MASS

NG TERM

). NO.OF
ANAL-

A&E‘TCOAGE VALUE
v

[0
CONCrNTRATINN

{7) macs YSES

8. Nitrogen,
Total Organic
fan N) X

466 4028

249

2103

13

mg/1

1bs

14

88 1

Salidean
h. Oil end
Grease

126 933

37

299

23

188

100

mg/1

1bs

1.2

7.5 1

-y

l. Phosphorus
fax P), Total
(7723-14.0)

’ 76 707

48

411

12

mg/1

1lbs

0.3

1.0 1

I. Radioeactivity

(1) Alpha,
Tots!

(2) Beta,
Tots!

(3) Radium,
Total x

(4) Redium
226, Totsl X

k. Sufiate

(as SOy4)
(14808.79.8) X

I. Sulfide
fas 8)

m, Sulifite
(as SO3)
(14265.45.3) X

n. Surfectants

0. Aluminum,
Totsl
(7429.90.5)

p. Forlum,
({1%%0.29.3) X

ron,

(384D-42.8) X

r. Cobalt,
Totsl
(7440.43.4) X

s. Iron, Total
{7439.89.6) | X

t. Megnesium,
Tots!

{7439.95.4) X

u. Molybdenum,
Totasl
(7439.98.7) X

vi Manganese,
Totat
(7439.96.5) X

w. Tin, Tote!
(7440.31.5)
X

L;. Titanlum,
Total
(7440.32.6) X

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80)

PAGE V-2

CONTINUE ON PAGE v . 1




¢ s e e e S —

LA 2 s e P A e i it ~ o b e L
EPA LD, NUMBEI (eopy from Tem f of ¥ rm OUTFALL mOMBER
- 001 A Stk
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3 OF FORM 2.C Furm Approved Gtk No. 158-R0173
- . R PR G I L F T I PV were sy g B A LT [SEEPE PN CRRESI Ry 0. WO PO Py S SR B DR LNV O P R . R R I . = TR SR S 4
PARTC - If you are ¢ pimaty industry and this cuttali contain: Prowsg walleaton, uber o Tabide 20 2w ite: insbractions 1o determine whig: i the GO/MG enhion. Jou 1aust wst |

for. Mark X" in column 2-a for all such GC/MS fractions that apoly 10 voar iadusicy el for ALL toxie matals, cyanides, and iotal phenols. 11 YOU G ouct reaived 10 mark

column 2-a (secondary industries. FOMTPIOCEDS Wastewaier Cutfalis, and von—re:ored GOMS fractiviis), murk “X in column 2-b tor eack POIBNT Yot b i gL e Tedoen

to believe is present. Mark *“X" in columi 2-¢ lor each poflutant you believe 10 Le atisent. It you miark either coiurmns 2-a or 2-b for any pohiutant, yo.u mast providy the re-
S sults of at least one analysis for thal pollutunt. Mote vhat there are covnn Rdues to this part; please revievs cach carefully. Complete one tuble fali scien i3] Tui eath outtall,
) See instructions for additional details ar requirements,

heacrr -, v

1. LLUTANT 2. MARK "X* . 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS SOANTARW (optional)
D CAS + e T DAY VALUE TELONG FERM A CHG TV - (et Te N
NUMBER [0 r | S sol el & MAXIMUMDAILY vaLuk | b MAXIMYM 30 DAV VALUE TELONG TERM A THGTVALUE Fanacr e concen oo L i Ui b No o
i available) QEI:;’;. ;S:; ,‘\“L‘, com.'unlv,nnvmn (1) mass cunczv‘c'r'uAfloN (2) mass couu:-‘v‘v’nAnuu (2) masy YSES TRATION ("ruc;‘:nc):". (z) mass Y}-g\;s

METALS, CYANIDE, AND TOTAL PHENOLS —_

M. ailtimany, '

Total (7440-36-0) X ]

2M. Arsenic, Total

(7440-38.2) X

3M. Beryllium,

Total, 7440-41-7) X

4M. Csdmium,

Total (7440-43.9) X

5M. Chromium,

Totel (7440-47-3) X .

6M. Copper, Total ’

(7550.608) X

7M. Lead, Total

(7439.97-6) T TN—— -

BM. Mercury, Total

(7439-97-6) X

9M, Nickel, Total ‘

(7440-02-0) X

10M. Sefenlum,

Total {7782-49.2) X

11M. Siiver, Total

(7440-22.4) X

12M. Thellium,

Total {7440-28-0) X

13M. Zinc, Total ‘

{7440-66-6) X :
R e stEs SN JSS R S . [ERRYRY R S e e e

MM, Cysnida, ] !

Totsl (67-12.5) X t

16M. Phenols, - :

Tots! X . J !

DIOXIN . . P S

2,3,7,8 Tetra. DESCRINE RESULTS

chiorodibanzo-p. y

Oioxin (176401 1) X I

EPA Form 3510-2C {6-80) FAGE V-4 CONTINUL ON REVERSE




CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT OUTFALL 001

'"POLLUTANT[ 7 manu x: . 1 ErrLuCNT 4, UNITS 5. INTAKE (optional)
AND NP A X v VALUT TeLONG T VALUE P TERM
Nl.!Mlcll‘j"? e "{h .’1Lf-.:=' ...",‘_.M.,.AﬂMUM AL VaLue ;nl'm lah . C =L (‘ mmrlln“;r.? LNO.Or NS AT r b ND. OF ]

bl 1 0 e ANAL. [P CONCEN| | Mmass | —AVLITAGE VALUE | ANAL-

W vy TRATION (1) romcen.
(tf nvatlabie) J n-l;"' "':'J Levvee HInATIoe - "'_:.‘t--- CONLY YA TION ) '_" Mas *one ruvnunnu 121 seass . yses THATION 1) sane yses IR

GCMS FRACTION - VOLAT'LE COMPOUNDS T

1V, Acrotein [ <[

semy

(107.02.8)

2V. Acrylonlirile
(107.13.1) X

N e e S —

IV, Benzene
(71.43.2)

AaV. Bis (Chioro.
methvl) Ether
(542.88.1)

5V. Bremoform
(75-25.2)

vy e e e ——— ——-f

6V. Carbon
Tatrachloride

(56-23-5) e X ]

7V, Chilorobenzene : :
(108.90.7) X

BV. Chiorod!. i ———
bromaomethane
(124.48.1) X

9V. Chioroethane

(75-00.3) X

10V. 2.Chloro. - — e -
nthylviny! Ether
(110-75.8)

11V, Chlorotorm
(67.86-3) X

e

12V. Dichloro.
hromomethane
(75-27-4) X
13v. Dichioro-
diftuoromethane !
{75-71.8)

14V, 1,1.0ichioro-
athane (75.34.3) X

—S

15V. 1,2.DicMoro-
ethane (107-06.2) X

16V. 1,1.Dichloro. .
athylenw (75 35-4) . ‘

17V. 1,2 .Dichioro. -
nropane (78.87.5)

18V, 1,2.Dichloro.
rropylens
'542.75 6)

19V.‘Ethvlhannna
(100.41.4)

IOV, Methyl
romide (74.83.9) X

FEgD

21V. Methyl
Thioride (74.87.7) X

——

PA Form 3510-2C (8.80) PAGE V-4 CONTINUE ON PACTE v v




CONTINUED FROM PAGE V4

rn\ 1.0. NUMBER (copy from Item | of Form 1)

OUTFALL NUMBER

001

————

Form Approved OMB8 No. 158-R0173

1. PA?NL(;-g:IS‘NT 2. MARK "X° 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (optional)
b. n 3 .V E !
NUMBER  [arsaribies]cus] o mAXiMUM DAILY vaLue | D MAXIMLM 30 DAY VALUE [cLONG TR YRS VALY 4NOOFl, comncen:| o binss ASENG Wl oo or
) ] Al ot Pl ! - .
(it available) QEE. -::' ety con-.t!:r’uunoul {2) mass cnncu!‘.v'aunun (2) mass couc-v'c.v'nnnun () mass YSES TRATION h!:‘o;:g:m (2) masse VSES
GC/MS FRACTION — VOLATILE COMPOUNDS (contipued)
22V. Methylene
Chioride (75-09-2) X
23V, 1,1,2,2-Tetrs-
chiorosthane
(79-34.5) X
24V, Tetrachioro- |
ethylene {127-18-4) X
25V. Toluene
{(108-88-3) X
26V. 1,2-Trans- 4
Dichiorosthyiens
{156-60-6) X
27V. 1,1,1-Trk
chioroethane
(71-58-6) X —
28v. 1,1,2-Tri-
chiorosthane
(79-00-5) X
29V. Trichioro-
sthylene (79-01-6)
X
30V. Trichioro-
fiuoromethane ’
{79-69-4) X .
31V. Vinyl
Chioride {(75-01-4) X
GC/MS FRACTION ~ ACID COMPOUNDS
1A. 2-Chloropheno}
(98-87-8) X
2A. 2,4-Dichioro-
phenol (120-83-2) X '
-9
3A. 2,4-Oimethyi-
phenol (105-67-9) X [
4A. 4,6-Dinitro-0-
Cresol (534-562:-1) X
5A. 2,4-Dinivro-
phenot (51-28.5) X
6A. 2-Nitropheno!
(88-75-5) X
7A. 4-Nitrophenol
{100-02-7) X
8A, P-Chloro-M-
Cresol {69-50-7) X
9A. Pentachloro-
phenol (87-86.5) | & X
: AN 4
10A. Phenol -~ .
(108-95-2) C)-' X
[l ]
11A2,4.6-Tri- bl !
chiorophenol X I
iyl ging [




CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT

QUTFALL 001

1.POLLUTANT

AND cas
NUMBER
{if availabic)

»
se My

18. Acensphthene
(83-32.9)

28, Acenaphtyiene
(208-98.8)

3B. Anthracene
(120-12.7)

48B. Benzidine
(9287.5)

58. Benzo (a)
Anthracens
 (56-55.3)

88. Benzo (q)
Pyrene (50.32.8) X

AR - el ATION
GC/MS FRACTION — BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOQUNDS

()

CONCPrNTRATION

b e e ]

[_____“_;_ —

e e .

3} EFFLUENT

T r [ b MAXTM ATT"“V'\TR“‘E
N MAXIMUM DALY vaLuER _('_q','"iyygﬁl___ Lu

{7) vang
—

[N
| CONCFMTuAYIee,

78B. 3,4-8enzo-
fluorenthene
(20%5-99.2)

BB. Benzo (ehi)
Perylene
(191.24.2) X
98. Benzo k)
Fluorenthene
(207-08-9)

108. Bis (2-Chioro.
ethoxy) Methane

| (111.91.1) X
118. Bis (2-Chioro.
ethyl) Ether
(111-44.4) X

128. Bis (2-Chloro.
bopropyl) Ether
(39638-32.9) X

138. Bis (2-Ethyl-

hexyl) Phthalate
(11728 1-7)

148. 4.8romo-
pheny! Phany)
Ether (101.55.3)

158. Butyl Benzyil
Phthalate {85.68.7

——— ] __L

nephthalene
(91-58.7)

“rerz.a.m.“*“'r**j

17B. 4-Chioro.
phenyl Phenyt
Ether (7005-72.3) X

b ]
188. Chrysene
{218-01.9)

198. Dibenzo (a, hj
Anthracene

(53-70-3) Q

X
22703 4 X
208. 1.2-Dichiore.| O

banzane (95.50.1) U‘ X

- ____.__‘,_ﬁ:_ —a ]
218. 1,3-Dichioro.
hanzene (541.73.1

—— e e t——t—

———

e e e ]

4. UNITS

5. INTAKE {optionaly

'
LUNCEMNTRA 1o

—— e b

C.LONG T{F@”n‘@'? VALUE

(s) mave

4. NO Or
ANAL.
YSES

" CONCEN-
TRATION

b mass

LONG TERM

N,
._A.[EB.D_QU_Q& ve
{1} comnrpa.
InAation

{7) mans

b NO. o

ANAL
YSrs

-

e —— ——————— ]

P ——— ]

T e e B NS S

EPA Form 3510.2¢C (5-80)

PAGE v.g




i e

EPA 1.D. NUMUBER (copy from fiem T of i-"{ir'}h"ﬁrft? TFALL NUMBER

CONTINUED FROM PAGE V-6 001 Form Approved OM8 No. 158-R0173
1. POLLUTANT 2. MAHK ‘X' 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (optional)
AND CAS 3 M A RM 2
vty | | R Ao oAy vavue [ AKX 3] B VACUR 6 CONE T AR VACUE o or - b wass | -AUCKALE VALhe | Noror
’., mm”"bh.' 0“::‘:’.:; :::' ‘Al.“" COMNCE LIV'uA'!E'I h' Mass CuNCa L‘v’uanon {2) massy ¢ unth‘c‘r’nAnun (e} mase YSES TRATION ' h!::’::g;“ hl Mass VSES
GC/MS FRACTION — BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS ¢continued) ‘
228. 1,4-Dichloro-
benzens (106-46.7 X
238. 3,7 -Dichloro [ R A
banzidine X
(91-94.1) B . o ] B N
248. Diethy! ‘ i . '
Phthalate ) X
(84-66-2)
258. Dimethy!
Phthalate
(131-11-3) X
288. DI-N-Butyl T
Phthalate
(84-74-2) X
278. 2,4-Dinitro-
toluene (121-14-2) X
288. 2,6-Dinitro-
toluene (606-20-2) X
298. DI-N-Octyl T
Phthalate
(117-84-0) X . .
308. 1,2-Dipheny)- .
hydrazine (as Azo-
benzene) (122-66-7 X e o
31B. Fluoranthene
(206-44-0)
X B L
328B. Fluorene
(86-73-7) .
X .
338. Hexa-
chlorabenzens w
{118-71-1) P Y I B L ) . N
348. Hexa- hodd \ *
chlorobutadiene *\q ’
(87-68-3) X .
358. Hexachloro-
cyclopentadiens
(77-47-4) X,
368. Hexachloro-
sthane (67-72-1) X
378. Indeno
(1,2,3-¢d) Pyrene
(193-39.5) X
388. Isophorone
(78-59-1)
X SR T
398. Naphthatlene
(91-20-3)
X S S S S
408. Nitrobenzene
(98-95-3)
X _— B Enntman SRR S SN S S
41B. N-Nitro- . .
sodimethylamine
(62-35.9) X ]
428. N-Nitrosodi- 7] T
N-Propylamine X
{621-64-7)
FPA Farm 261090 (& an) BacE v i} aALYERTN




’I. POLLUTANT 2. MARNK X . ‘ 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 3. INTAKE {optional)
AND CAs ; - MAXIMIM 30 DAY VALGE TS ONG TERAM A CVALUE LONG TERM
NUMBE R Stk rtd St e MAxiMum DALY vALue | B MAXi }1',‘,".,:,9_?/2," VALUE fcL ﬁ/‘auaﬂa“ﬂ? “A"N"‘-g' s comcen| . AVERAGE Yilr "',",f:{’.'
‘i’a'm“ﬂb'r’ q?:fi :::' “.';' co~CmL'v'nA"onl o (2] massy concs!«’v’nnnou l2) mass CONC!"Q’T’.A'!ON {4) Mans YSES TRATION "!:f::::" (1) maen VSEL )

GC/MS FRACTION — BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS (continued)

————— >

438. N-Nitro-

sodiphenylamine X

{86-30-6) b S _— —

44B. Phenanthrene

(85-01.8) X

—— ] A —

46B. Pyrene

(129-00-0) X

i, _\_-‘\-\_-“ﬂ.‘._.“_\ —

468. 1,2.4 . Tri.

chlorobenzene

(120-82-1) ‘ X

GC/MS FRACTION ~ PESTICIDES

oo LI IUN

1P. Aldrin I I R

(309.00-2) X

2P. A-BHC

(319-84.6) X

3r. f-8He

(319.85.7) X

4P, ¥-BHC

(58-89.9) X

5p. §.8HC

(319-86-8) X

6P. Chlordane

57-74.9)

( X s *‘J
7P. 4.4'.0DT

50-29.3

8P. 4,4'-DDE

(72-55.9)

. X .

9P. 4,4'.DDD

(72-54.8)

N X J ] _ ]

10P. Dieldrin .

(60-57.1) ‘

— ] X ]

11P, Q-Endosuifan B

(115-29.7) A

1 X

12p, ﬁ-Endowl'un

(115.29.7) X H

\_\;—_—L_ ‘“\_\

13P. Endosulfan

Sulfate

{1031.07.8) X

S N
14P, Endrin
(72-20-8) i
X .
S WO Ul — T ]
15P. Endrin

Aldehyde

e21934) | X — B I me O S S |

16P. Heptachior

(76.44 8) x .

EPA Form 3510-2¢ {6-80) PAGE V-3 CONTINUE ON PAGE V-9




EPA 1.D. NUMBER (copy from item 1 of Form 1) [OUTFALL NUMBER
CONTINUED FROM PAGE V-8 001 Form Approved OM8 No. 158-R0173
L. POLLUTANT| 2 ma®rnk x 3. EFFLUENT . 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (uptionael)
AND CAS -
NUMBER B nl el St & MAXIMUM DAILY vALUE b'-M“m(”M i )’ VALUE [c.LONG Tﬁfw«lﬁ"\mf' vatoe ‘lANNOAe.F 8. CONCEN-| (L oo | AVERAGE VALUL b,."nodg'
" ‘wa”“b“.) QEL;' ::':' .A‘-".' COonc L!c.'l“AIION ’ {2) mars couct!c.v'nnuon 12) mavs CONCI"C."NAIIDN (e} mass YSES TRATION . (nl::::::u {2) mass YSES
GC/MS FRACTION — PESTICIDES {continued)
17P. Heptachlor
Epoxide X
(1024-57-3)
18P. PCB-1242 -
(63469-21-9) X ' \
19P. PCB-1264
(11097-68-1) X
—_
20P. PCB-1221
(11104-28-2) X
21P. PCB-1232
{11141-16-5) X
22°P, PCB-1248
(12672-28-6) X
23P. PCB-1260
(11096-82-5) X
24P, PCB-1016
(12674-11-2)
X .
L
26P. Toxaphens ' ]
{8001-35-2) X S et N N
EPA Form 3510-2C!{6-80) PAGE V-9
1
b
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PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE IN THE UNSNADED

this information on separate sheets {use the

SEE INSTHUCTIONS.

R PRGN

e

AREAS ON

LY. You mny report some or all of
sarme format} instead of completing these pages,

V. INTAKE AND EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS fcontinuwd lrom pags

3ot Form 2./

PART A - You must provide the re

sulls of at least one analysis for every potlutant in this whle.

Complete one table for cach outfall.

EPA 1.0, NUMBER (copy Trom Ttem 1 of Form TJ]

Form

See instructions for additional de

Approved OM

. .
I

4 No. 158-RU173
S OUTHALL NG

tails.

; 2. EFFLULNT . ( 3.;J|_Vr|'1;5 ") 4. INTAKE (optional)
b, MAXIMUM 3 Y VALUE |C.LONG TLJTM G VALUL . sirccify if blan - :
1. POLLUTANT | 4 MAXIMUM DAILY varue [P ,,"}m,u,?u}fm, :“_L_‘i ),','“,,‘,f}u‘f,’(-f i no o [T o 0 — AVERAGE VAL :NI:C:VC;:S
\UN".:‘I|’HAI| 171 “” Mats CuNtUL N'll-A(ll)N (" MASs LA)NCI,M"UA'IA)N ‘I, Mass ANALV&&S T”A-r|°N ) MASS CUNC&!"?’NA’!I)N "” MALS
a. Biochenucal
Oxyygen Demand
Wb, 193 875 ‘ 1 mg/1 1bs 183 610 1
b. Chemical . [ '
?;gg‘;" Demand 198 888 1 mg/1 1bs 210 710 1
c. Total Organic
Carbon (TOC) 3.1 26 1 mg/1 1bs 1.7 6 ]
d. Tovatl Suspended »
Solids (158) 15 67 1 mg/1 1bs 38 127 1
. Armumonia fas N)
monia fus 0.5 2.2 1 mg/1 1bs 0.555 1.9 1
VALUE VALUE VALUE VALUE
f. Flow
1.0 0.538 1 mgd 0.4 1
g, Temperature VALUE VALUE VALUE VALUE
-1 [+}
(winter) 49 32 1 c 30.6 1
h. Temperature vALUE VALUL VALUE . VALUE
(stummer) 49 32 1 C
MINIMUM  [MAXIMUM MINIMUM MAXIMUM . I ——
i, oH — -
e 8.0 i 6.5 o e ) 4 STANDARD UNITS

PART B - Mark X" in column 2-a for e
column 2-a far any pollutant,
details and requirements.

ach pollutant you know or have reason to believe
you must provide the results of at least one

is present. Mark “X* in column 2-bfore
analysis for that poliutant, Complete one

table for each outfall. Se

ach pollutant you believe 1o be absent. If you mark
¢ the instructions for additional

1. POLLUT- |2 MAKK 'x 3.EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5.INTAKE foptional)
I B - U T MAXIMEUM 50 GAY VAl UK [CLOonG T M RG. VALUE TTATLONCEFERM

ACNA;?Q%_D |..u :I‘: 1 Lll.l.\:‘|.A a. g:leUM DALY VALUE L MAK."‘(I‘I“:‘(’:I uﬁ{?‘)v vaLuE CLon /" (IUUI?UXI,(’? - I’ANNOAL?r 4. CONCEN- b MASS A\‘I’L’HAQLL VALUE AN:A:.

A N [ I D Ee e Rt ES S L - . S -

nfawulablcl ""‘“ ":.:“ L Oft nltnnvnuu’y 2] » * CONCh N‘Yknﬁﬂ_ 2} 1raus v.'ﬂNt.Lh‘d“’uAllnN f) mass YsSeS THAIION ruNu:L—.S-InaAnuu le) mass YStS
a. Bromide
(24959.67.9) X
b. Chiorine,
Total Residual X
c. Color X 1 ALPHA

6 N.A. uniTs | N.A. 6 N.A. 1

J. Fecal
Colitorm X
e, Fluoride
(16984.44 8)_‘ o x
f. Nitrate-
Nitrite (as N) X

EPA Form 3510-2C {6-80)

PAGE V-1i

CONTINUE ON REVERSE




oo e A

OUTFALL 002

ITEM V.8 CONTINUED FROM FRONT

3. INTAKE (optional)

1 2. MAHK 'X* 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS
AT AT 6. MAXIMM 3 Y VALUE VALUE > ~
A(:':\g ?ql:‘)D \.au‘u\'r";: fi&'.‘n a. MAX“_‘__':’M DAILY VALUE . (” aua.v?ag@) aﬁa“gf' d‘A’:::I?-F 8. CONCEN- b MASS Af/éha'iﬁ:‘fﬂuz AN??AE-F
(ifouallabh:) T rn“cgi',,,‘,,u,, (z) mass comcenTRATION CONCUNTRATION vses | TRATION couc:!c.v)nunou (2) mass
— - 3
g. Nitrogen,
Total Organic
Totat X 17.4 78 1 | mg/1 1bs 47
h. Of and
Greess X 2.1 9.4 1 mg/1 1bs 4.0
|(- Pllv't))mhorun
as I’), Total
(7723-14.0) X 17.1 76 1 mg/l 1bs 1.0

. Radioactivity 4

{1) Alpha,
Total X

(2) Beta,
Total X

{3) Radium,
Total X

(4) Radium
226, Total X

k. Suifate
(o8 SOy)
(14808-79-8) X

I. Sulfide
(as S)
X

m. Sulfite
(as SO3)
(14265.45-3)

n. Surfactants

0. Aluminum,
Totel
(7429.90.5) X

p. Barlum,

Total
(7440-39-3) X

q. Boron,
Total
(7440-42.8) X

r. Cobalt,
Total
(7440-48-8) X

s. Iron, Total
(7439-89-6) | X

t. Magnesium,
Tots!
(7439.95.4) X

u. Molybdenum,
Total
(7439-98-7) X

v. Manganese,
Total
{7439-96-5) X

w. Tin, Totsil
(7440-31.5) X

x. Titanium,
Total
{7440-32-6) X

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-80)

1980

CONTINUE ONPAGE V-3




LIA L NUIMBLIE (Copy f1om Btem 1 of Form )] 00T FALL NUMUE H

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 3 OF FORM 2.C 002 Fum Approved GMB No. 156-R0173

e R I ¥ TV A PO S bl Mo e e - - PR Sy omn

for. Mark X" in column 2-a for all such GC/MS fractions that apply to your industry and for ALL toxic metals, cyanides, and total phenols. if you are nut required 10 mark
column 2-a (secondary industries, 000 «process wastewaler catfalls, aml non—required GC/MS fractions), mark “X* in column 2-b for each pollutant you know ur nave reason,
to believe 15 present. Mark X" in columa 2-¢ for cacts pollutant you believe to Le atsent. It you mark either columns 2-a or 2-b for any pollutani, youu must provide the re-
sults of at least one snalysis for that poltutunt. Note that there are seven payes to this purt, pleuse review cach carefully. Complete one table fulf seven rayes) for vach outtall.

PART C - If you are a jnimary industry and this curtall contains erocess wastuwdter, refer w6 Tuble Ze-2 in the’instiuctons to detennine which of the GC/MS 11 coliorn. yOU taust test ‘
3
See instructions for additional details and requirements, !

1. POLLUTANT 2. MARK X - 3. EFFLUCINT 4. UNITS 2 INTARE joptionaly '
AND CAS * -+ D M o TN T By Ul i T e B i T T LT g =t 2 g s = . T BNe TeneT Tl
NUMBER i L AEI L] ¢ Maximom DAy vavow [P OB YAROS TOTORS TR ANIEE VACGE T o orl comcen] b maen | s buiori TR, oo 5.
(f availuble) Q’I"‘:}; St ”::";Y < ot L'L’T' AfIoN () mass IOmM !‘r’n riom te) mass ')NLl'l‘-"’kAl' o~ le} mass YSES TRATION (;L:::g:n 1<) Mass vses

N IS " oNl COMUE(HA " [ v

METALS, CYANIDE, AND TOTAL PHENOLS N

1M, Antimony, 1 c

Total (7440-36.0) X

2M. Arsenic, Total

(7440.38-2) X

3M. Beryitium,

Total, 7440-41-7) X

4M. Cedmium,

Total (7440-43-9) X

5M. Chramium,

Total (7440-47-3) X

’

6M. Copper, Totai '

{7550-50-8) X

7M. Lead, Total ~'

(7439-97-6) X

8M. Mercury, Total

{7439-97.6) X

9M. Nickel, Total

(7440-02-0) X t @

10M. Selenium,

Total (7782-49-2) X

11M. Silver, Total :

(7440-22-4) X L

12M. Thaltium,

Toral (7440-28-0) X

13M. Zinc, Total

{7440-66-6)

S A WP S S I NS S NIRRT AR N IR WSV ARSI IO S

M. Cyenidey, !

Towl (57-12.5) x '

16M. Phenols, O

Total P AW X . !

DIOXIN [op}

2,3,7,8-Tetra- PYO N DESCRIBE HESULTS - T : ,

chiorodibenzo-p- ’

Dioxin {1764-01.6) X !

EPA Form 3510-2C (6-10) FAGE V-4 CONTINUE ON REVERSE




T A T M I I A P T NI ¢ e

T T T I | o OUTFALL 002

CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT
1. POLLUTANT 2. MARK ‘X’ : 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 3. INTAKE (optional)
AN L. MAXIMUM 3 v v .LONG ~ . VALU ;
NUMBER et LA St Gt B MAXIMUM DAILY VaLuE 1 SvaileBle) VALUE | LONG TERM ANRE VALUE anac|a concen| 0] AUEHAGE VAL Uk bhoor
(if available) ‘EE:';- sent | ser conct !.‘,'..no" {2) maes co"c-i‘,’""m" f2) mass co_c.!‘"’"“m" {2) mass vses | TRATION ’ "2::’,’:2:"' {2) mass YSES
P . Ld
GC/MS FRACTION — VOLATILE COMPOUNDS
1V. Acrolein ,
(107.02.8) X
2V. Acrylonitrile
(107-13.1) X
JV. Benzene
(71.43.2) ) X
4V, Bis (Chloro-
methyl) Ether X
{542-88-1) .
5V. Bromoform
{75-25-2) X
6V. Carbon
Tetrachioride
{56-23-5) X
7V. Chiorobenzene
(108-90-7)
X [
8V. Chiorodi-
bromomethane
(124-48-1) X
9V. Chioroethane
(75-00-3)
X
10V, 2-Chloro- 4
sthylvinyl Ether .
(110-75-8) X
11V, Chioroform
(67-66-3) X
12V. Dichloro-
bromomethane
(75-27-4) X
13V. Dichloro-
difluoromethans
(75-71-8) X )
14V. 1,1-Dichloro-
ethane (76-34-3) X .
15V. 1,2-Dichloro-
ethans {107-06-2)
.- ——y - —_— e
16V. 1,1-Dichloro. '
ethylens (75-35-4) .
17V. 1,2-Dichloro.
propane (78-87-5) X
—————.
18V, 1,2-Dichloro-
propylene
(542.75.6) X
18V. Ethytbenzene ;
1100-41-4) é‘ X
20V. Methy} .
Bromide (74.83.9) §
~F |X .
21V Methyl 1 -
Chioride (74.87.3) X

EPA Fom‘l 3510-2C (6-80) PAGE V-4 CONTINUE ON PAGE V.5




rM\ 1.0. NUMSER (copy frum ltem | of Form 1)

QUTFALL NUMBER

CONTINUED FROM PAGE V4 002 Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0173

1. F‘:JNLL\éTgNT 2. MANK ‘X' 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (oprional)

DcA ; ; TVALUE - :
NUMBER (3137 L’.’iﬂ_luf‘.'\':?' 8 MAXIMUM DAILY VALUE |© MA N uadaB)” VALUE JeLONG Tﬁn‘vﬂﬁ“\"nj ot 4 NO OFly concen- b MASS AVERAGE VALUE b noorF
(if available) OEE;; sent | ANy co"gt!""“‘"o”] {2} mass co"c.i"'""w" (2) mass umc"""'."mn (2) mass vsgs | TRATION |'|'::""::"' (2) mase YSES

GC/MS FRACTION —~ VOLATILE COMPOUNDS {contipued)

22V. Meuthylens

Chioride (75-09-2) X

23V. 1,1,2,2-Tetre-

chioroethane

(79-34-5) X

24V. Tetrachloro- ,

ethylene (127-18-4) X

25V. Tolusne

{108-88-3)

x -

26V. 1,2-Trans-

Dichioroethylene

(156-60-5) X

27V. 1,1, 1-7Tri-

chiorosthane

(71:55-6) X

28v. 1,1,2-Trl-

chloroethane

{(79-00-5) X

29V. Trichloro.

eathylens (79-01-8)

30V. Trichloro-

flvoromethans

(75-69-4) . ‘

31V, Vinyl

Chioride (75-01-4) X

GC/MS FRACTION ~ ACID COMPOUNDS

1A. 2-Chiarophenol

(95-57.8) X

2A. 2,8-Dichioro- ——

phenol (120-83-2) X

—

3A. 2,4-Dimethyl-

Phenot (106-67-9) X '

4A. 4,8-Dinitro-0-

Cresol (534.52.1) X

5A. 2,4-Dinivro-

pheno! {51-28-5) X

6A,. 2-Nitrophenol

(88-75-5) X

7A. A-Nitrophenol

(100-02-7) X

8A. P-Chloro-m-

Cresot {69-50-7)

== WD .
9A. Pentechloro- -—
phenol (87-86-5) l\D
o o X : .
10A. Phenol N .
(108-95-2) -
X
11A. 2,4.6-Trl-
chiorophenot X

AR iaes e




CONTINUED FROM THE FRONT OUTFALL 002

1. PAOLLUTgNT 2. MARK ‘X . 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (uptional)
ND CA b MAXIMIM 3 Y VALUE [c.LONG TERW TVALUE 8 LONG TERM
NUMBER a5 ;'.E_z:' Ll ty 2 MAXIMUM DARLY vALUE "W evalaBl) ovaltal B 0. OF e concen. b mass [—AVEBAGE vaLug [P MO OF
i i P e . TRATION -
if aveilable) q::,. sunr | wenr cc)ntr’v‘v’nunou[ l:uuc-"uLAnun ) mase YSES M lnl:‘u'v:‘c,:u (2) wane vses

GC/MS FRACTION ~ BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS

18. Acenaphthene
(83-32.9) X

—— e —— ]

{2) masy {7} mass

1
CONCEMINATION

4~

28. Acenaphtyiens
(208-98-8) X

3B. Anthracene
(120-12.7) X

48. Benzidine
b (92-87-5) X

58. Benzo (a) 4
Anthracens
56-65-3) X

68. Benzo (a)
Pyrene (50-32.8) X

78. 3,4-Benzo-
fluorenthene
(205-99.2) X

88. Benzo (ghi)
Perylene
{191-24-2) X
98. Benzo (k)
Fluoranthene
{207-08.9)

108B. Bis (2-Chloro-
3 ethoxy) Methans X
: {111-91.1) .
118. Bis (2-Chloro-
ethyl) Ether
(11144-4) X

128. Bis (2-Chioro-
lsopropyl) Ether
(39638-32.9) X
138. Bis (2-Ethyl.
hexyl) Phthalate
(11781.7) X \
148. 4-Bromo-
pheny! Phenyl )
Ether (101-55.3) X

158. Buty! Benzyi
Phthalate (85-68.7)

18B. 2-Chloro- .
nsphthalene i
l (91.58.74 X .
178. 4-Chloro-

phenyl Phenyi
Ether (7005-72.3) Y

M 188. Chrysene
{ (218-01-9)

198. Dibenza (a.h) R —]
Anthrascenas
{53-70-3)

208B. 1,2-Dichlorg-
benzene (96-50-1)

0

—4 S —— e

~y

49

{
|
{
l
|
!
|
|

21B. 1,3-Dichloro-
benzene (541.73.1 X

e Srm o R G £ i

EPA Fon‘n 3510-2C (6-80) PAGE V-6 CONTINUE ON PAGE V-7



EPA 1.D. NUMBER (copy from llem lfff?Jr?Ti)"odf#?LL NUMBER

T I L S

- ———— o

CONTINUED FROM PAGE V-6 002 Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0173
1. POLLUTANT| 2 mawk 'x' 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (uptional) .
AND CAS TMAXIMTM 39 DAY VACOE [CLGNE T i AV HEV ATGE ‘ k1
NUMBER [ @1u 11D oL ) S 51] o MAXIMUM DAILY vaLue [P MAx.N?”rvgi?ugc)Y VALUE [eLoNG Tl ovaltbREs VA N0 OFla concen: L. MASS VEHAGE YAlSe Lo ok
(1f avadlable) q‘:‘:i‘ ::':; .‘t.';' cont L"’nn'lu:r led mass comey L"’nnnun l2) mass I.uNL!""VlMAIH)N L) mass YSes TRATION '.":Au'"l‘(:):" () seans YsES
GC/MS FRACTION — BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS tcontinued)
228. 1,4-Dichloro-
benzane (106-46-7 X
238. 3,3'-Dichlora e e Al tot
benzidine X
(91-94-1) . ny R B N
248. Diethyl ‘ f
Phthalate X
(84-66-2) -
258. Dimethy! -
Phthalate X I
(131-11.3) _ E
26B. Di-N-Butyl o [
Phthalate
(84-74-2) X
278. 2,4-Dinitro-
toluene (121-14.2) X
288. 2,6-Dinitro-
toluene (606-20-2) X
298B. Di-N-Octyl - ) o T R e R
Phthalate
(117-84-0) X | - _ N
308. 1,2-Dipheny!- ’
hydrazine (us Azo-
benzene) (122-66-7 X _ . o B
318. Fluoranthene
(206-44-0) ’ X
328. Fluorene
{B6-73-7)
338. Hexa-
chlorobenzene X
(118-71-1) . RO SN e
34B. Hexa-
chiorobutadiene X
{87-68-3) N } e . .
358. Hexachloro-
cyclopentadiens X
(77-47-4) )
368. Hexachlora- -
eothane (67-72-1) X
378. indeno
(1,2,3-cd) Pyrene
{193-39.5) X
38B. Isophorane
(78-59-1) X
398. Naphthalene
{81-20-3) X
T EEl ey — ——
A ™4
408. Nitrobenzens
(98-95-3) '\ X
-~ e e Py - T
41B. N-Nitro- v .
sodimethylamine )N
p 2759 4 X | e R SO (SN S WU DU ]
428. N-Nitrosodi-
N-Propylaniine
(621-64 ) X
EPA Crnvees 2040 2 10 ony B Yl o SR PR




P rre T 002

e 3 IR . .

1. POLLUTANT 2. MARK ‘X° . 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS S. INTAKE (optional)
M 30 DAY VAL . E -
333353 “al LN sed s ] o Maximum DALY vaLue |b. "'Ax'*ﬂ;r,,g,yag/;,v VALUE [c.LONG Tﬁﬂ,’,‘,‘,ﬂ,‘snf VALUET, (G or o concen | YERAGE LA uAuNoAE
COO Y A “or i - T 7m el Iy RaTion - ) concan| | vses
’., ‘“’"‘ﬂ"l"‘ "":). foenry senr COMNCe L"'ﬂl'lo.[ “ ‘l' Mass CONC!L"’"A'IO" "' mans CONCI’C"AYION h' Mase vs‘s ¥naviom tmass -

&
GC/MS FRACTION — BASE/NEUTRAL COMPOUNDS {continued)
438. N-Nitro- ’
sodiphsnylamine A
{86-30-6) X 4
448. Phenanthrene
(856-01-8) X

et — a8
458. Pyrene
(129-00-0) X
46B.1,2,4- Tri. T
chiorobenzene
(120-82.1) . X 3
GC/MS FRACTION - PESTICIDES :
—— AL TTON — PES —
1P, Aldrin .
(309.00.2) X
2P, a-8HC
(319-84.6) X
3p. B-8HC
(319.85.7) X
4P Y.BHC
(58-89.9) X
5P. §-8HC
(319-86-8) X
6P, Chlordane
(57-74.-9)
X .
7P.4,4'.0DT
(50-29-3)
8P, 4. 4'.DDE
(72-565.9)
9P. 4,4'.DDD - i
(72.54.8) X
10P. Dieldrin
{60-57-1) X
11pP. Q-Endosuifan
(115.29.7) X ..
S
12P, B-Endosuifan .
(115.29.7) X L i
13P, Endosuifan
Sulfate
(1031-07.8) X
— ]

14P. Endrin
72-20.
(72-20.8) X
—— (R R S - —_ oy
16P. Endrin
Aldehyde CD
(7421.93.4) | P x e S N N —— | 4
16P. Heptachior D
(76-44.8) [} X s
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EPA 1.D. NUMBER (copy from Item | of Form 1)

OUTFALL NUMBER

CONTINUED FROM PAGE V.8 002 Form Approved OMB No. 158-R0173
L. POLLUTANT! 2 maawr 'x'. . 3. EFFLUENT 4. UNITS 5. INTAKE (uptional)
AND CAS T Y
NUMBER  [snisr{bsc)ces.| o maxiMum DAILY vALUE | > M AR I L alaBe) VALUE [c.LONG TERM AYRG. VALUE O OFa concen| AVENAGE VALUE b oot
(1/ availablc) uEL;- :::'- -'A!:"" COoONCE L’v'-lnnon . (2) mass conlu!:vu-non (2] mass conczn‘vnnnun (e) senre YSLS TRATION h,'::""f’:"- {2) mass YSES
GC/MS FRACTION — PESTICIDES (continued)
17P. Heptachior
Epoxide X
(1024-57-3)
18P, PCB-1242 .
(53469-21-9) X .
19P. PCB-1254 a
(11097-69-1) X
20P. PCB-1221
(11104-28-2) X
21P, PCB-1232
(11141-18-8) X
22P, PCB-1248
(12672-29-6) X
293P, PCB-1280
(11098-82.5) X
24P, PCB-1018
12674-11-2) X
25P. Toxaphens
(8001-35.2) X
PAGE V-9
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Star-Kist SAMOA:“?M

st

- \7;} Q
A ;{& . P.O. Box 368 - PagoPago - TUTUILAISLAND -« AMERICANSAMOA

October 5, 1984 TLPNT i s e

Norman L. Lovelace

Office of Territorial Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

Subject: NPDES PERMIT RENEWAL, STAR-KIST SAMOA AS0000019

Dear Mr. Lovelace:

Star-Kist Sampa is scheduled to renew their NPDES Permit at
this time as the present permit expires on March 31, 1985. We
will require additional sampling and analyses, same of which must
be done off-island as a qualified contract laboratory is not avail-
able in American Samoca. We would, therefore, request that we be
given an additional period of thirty days in order to sukmit the
consolidated application form. If this delay in permit application
presents any problem please feel free to call myself at (684) 633-
1652 or Jeffrey Naumann, Manager Environmental Engineering, at
(213) 548-4411 Ext. 6319.

Very truly yours,

STAR-KIST ab A, INC.

GREGORY L. DEERING
General Manager

/tsl

Copy to:
Jeff Naunann
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582 TUNA STREET
TERMINAL ISLAND, CALIFORNIA 90731
(213) 548-4411

November 28, 1984

Norman L. Lovelace

Office of Territorial Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject: NPDES Permit Renewal, Star-Kist Samoa AS0000019

Dear Mr. Lovelace:

In our previous letter to you dated October 5, 1984, Star-Kist Samoa-
indicated that we would be late in submission of the renewal application
that was due on October 4, 1984, and hope to have the information complete
and received by you by the 4th of November. We are still being delayed

by not having received the complete laboratory analyses from our contract
laboratory in Honolulu. They have indicated to us that their TOC testing
apparatus is not functioning and that our samples would have to be sent

to the mainland for completion. We hope to receive all of the results

soon and if they are not forthcoming we will submit the partially completed
consolidated application forms within the next two weeks. We must apologize
for the delay and hope that it will not present any problems in renewal

of the permit. Please call me at (213) 548-4411 Ext. 6319, if you wish

us to proceed in a different manner. '

Sincerely,

Llpnan

n
ironmental Engineering

JRN/1e

cc: Greg Deering
Mark Anthony
Dave Ballands

0270
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